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ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 
(Chieago, Il.) 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1955 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON NARCOTICS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Chicago, Til. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:15 a. m., in room 
224, United States Courthouse, 219 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL, 
Senator Price Daniel (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator Daniel. 

Also present: Congressman Thomas O’Brien; Aubrey Gasque, 
general counsel; W. L. Speer, committee eid Harold E. 
Rainville, special assistant to Senator Dirksen; and Robert Tieken, 
United States Attorney. 

Senator Dantex. The committee will come to order. 

The chairman wants to apologize for the delay in starting this 
session this morning. It is the first time we have started a session 
late. I will have to blame it on the progress and prosperity of your 
fine city. It took a little longer to get through these streets than it 
does some of the streets we have been negotiating heretofore. 

Let the record show that we have present this morning in addition 
to the chairman of the committee, Mr. Aubrey Gasque, ‘who is chief 
counsel for the committee and Mr. Lee Speer, who is the chief investi- 
gator for the committee. 

We are glad to have with us from Senator Dirksen’s office, over at 
the end of the table to the left, Mr. Harold E. Rainville, special as- 
sistant to Senator Dirksen. 

I understand a representative of Senator Douglas will be with us 
also, and we welcome both of them. We are glad that they could 
sit with us. We also have to my right, Mr. Robert Tie ‘ken, United 
State attorney. 

We are glad to have these gentlemen sitting with us today, and 
I hope that we will have another member of the committee join us 
as the hearing proceeds, either Senator Butler of Maryland, or Senator 
O’Mahoney of W yoming. Inthe meantime, in their absence the chair- 
man has authority to proceed as heretofore. 

This is part of a nationwide investigation of the narcotics traffic 
for the purpose of recommending legislation and other procedures, any 
changes that may be necessary, to the Congress of the United States. 
That is the primary purpose—in fact, the only purpose—of the in- 
vestigation. 

We appreciate the cooperation that has been given by officials— 
Federal, State, county, and city officials—in preparing for these 
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hearings. We contemplate the hearings will last through part of 
tomorrow, if not all of tomorrow. We have about 16 witnesses under 
subpena, in addition to the voluntary witnesses who will appear before 
us, who are mostly law enforcement officers. 

Congressman Tom O’Brien of the House Ways and Means Com- 
mittee has joined the committee, and we certainly welcome him, espe- 
cially because of his membership on the House Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, which handles legislation relating to our present narcotic laws. 
I hope that he will be able to sit with us through these hearings or as 
much of them as possible. 

Now, we are going to try not to duplicate the testimony which 
was offered before the House subcommittee, known as the Boggs 
committee, here only last week. They were going into pending leg- 
islation with special reference to the Boggs Act, various penalties 
and sentences, and various matters concerning the Boggs Act. 

The authority of this committee is a little broader, in that it goes 
into the matter of narcotics traflic, addiction, and treatment. Those 
who appeared before the other committee and who made statements to 
the other committee, I want you to know that we intend to avail 
ourselves of the testimony which was adduced here by the Boggs 
committee, and therefore we do not want to repeat that testimony— 
at least, not in full. We will be glad to have any written state- 
ments you may have, or any additions to that testimony because 
of the broader scope of this particular hearing. But, we would 
prefer that we stay away from repetition as meek as possible. 

Now, I would like to call the names of witnesses who have been 
subpenaed to appear or who have been asked to appear. 

olice Commissioner Timothy O’Connor. 

Commissioner O’Connor. Here, sir. 

Senator Daniex. Chief of Narcotic Division Lt. Joseph J. Healy. 

Lieutenant Heary. Here, sir. 

Senator Danter. Sheriff Lohman. 

Sheriff Louman. Here. 

Senator Dantet. State’s Attorney Gutknecht. 

Mr. Gurnecut. Here. 

Senator Dante. United States Attorney Tieken is here. Edward 


Callahan, assistant United States attorney, will be here. Mr. Albert 
Aman. 


Mr. Aman. Here. 

Senator Dantev. Postal Inspector Hugh Scearrie. 

Lila Leeds. 

No response.) 

nator Dante. Vivian Peters, not here. Will the witnesses 

lease answer out now if you are here? Vivian Peters. No. Richard 
rown ? 

(No response.) 

Ruth B. Brown? 

(No response.) 

Joseph Calhount Is Joseph Calhoun here? 

(No response.) 

Senator Danie. Jesse Alexander. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Here. 

Senator Danrev. Frank Laino. 
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A Voice. He is not present, Senator. 

Senator Danie. Where is he? He is not under subpena, | under- 
stand. 

A Voice. That is right. We could not locate him. 

Senator Danre.. Robert Yablon 

Mr. Yasuon. Here. 

Senator Dantev. Leon Resnick. 

Mr. Resnick. Here. 

Senator DanieL. Herbert Stancil. 1 understand he is in jail. He 
will be here. 

Nonie Faille is not subpenaed. 

Diana Marcus, I understand, will be here. 

Marie Battiesse ¢ 

Mrs. Barrresse. Here. 

Senator Dantet. Michael Battiesse ? 

Mr. Barriesse. Here. 

Senator Dantet. Willie Odell Jones. 

Mr. Jones. Here. 

Senator Danret. Richard Robinson. 

(No response. ) 

Senator Dantex. Now, there are several others who have been sub- 
penaed or requested to be present, whose names have not been called 
and, because [ have not called your names yet, do not think you are 
excused. If you were subpenaed to be here in this room, be sure and 
remain here until your name is called. 

Joe Bruno. 

Mr. Bruno. Here. 

Senator Danteu. S.J. Friedman. 

Mr. FrrepMan. Here. ; 

Senator Dante. Commissioner O’Connor. 

Commissioner O’Connor. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Danret. If you will come forward, please, sir, and your 
chief of the narcotic division, Mr. Healy. If you will both stand and 
be sworn, we will swear you in at the same time. 

Do each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about 
to give to this subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. I do. 

Lieutenant Heary. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF TIMOTHY J. 0’CONNOR, COMMISSIONER OF 
POLICE, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Senator Danrex. Will you state your name and title, please, sir? 

Commissioner O’Connor. Timothy James O’Connor, commissioner 
— city of Chicago. 

Senator Dante. How long have you been commissioner of police ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. Since November 15, 1950. 

Senator DanreL. Commissioner O’Connor, I believe that you have 
established in Chicago, or you did soon after becoming commissioner, 
anarcotics division. Is that right, sir? 

Commissioner O’Connor. That is correct. 








4184 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Senator Daniet. Will you describe to us your narcotics division ¢ 

Commissioner O’Connor. Prior to November 22, 1950, the personnel 
of the narcotic detail of the Chicago Police Department consisted of 
6 patrolmen and 1 sergeant in charge. Because of the marked in- 
crease in the illicit narcotics traffic in the postworld war period, the 
commissioner of police ordered the reorganization of this unit. 

The new unit is known as the narcotic bureau, detective division, 
Chicago Police Department. Immediately upon this reorganization, 
six additional patrolmen were assigned to assist in the processing of 
prisoners and the establishment of a filing and record system. This 
new bureau was given the task of processing all persons arrested in 
the city of Chicago, who are involved in any way with narcotics 
together with maintaining personnel in the fields that specialize in 
aggressive police action to combat this problem. In April 1951, Lt. 
Joseph J. Healy was assigned to command the narcotic bureau. 

From time to time additional men and equipment were assigned to 
the bureau until at present, its personnel numbers 60 members divided 
as follows: 

One lieutenant in charge, + supervising sergeants, 53 patrolmen 
and 2 policewomen. It operates 8 squad cars and 1 utility vehicle and 
maintains men in the field 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. 

During this period the commissioner of police also directed that 
36 additional plainclothes men be assigned to narcotics investigations 
in their respective districts. These men directly assist the narcotics 
bureau in their work. There are 14 districts in which these men are 
assigned. 

Senator DanreLt. Now, Mr. Commissioner, as I understand it, you 
have perhaps the largest special narcotic division among the cities 
of the Nation. Is that your understanding? 

Commissioner O'Connor. I believe that is correct. 

Senator Dantev. Second only to New York. 

Commissioner O'Connor. New York. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Commissioner, in carrying out this program, 
do you agree with Commissioner Anslinger’s idea of the responsibility 
or division of responsibility in the narcotic field, that local officers, 
local officials should try to take care of the addicts and local pushers, 
is that why you have enlarged your bureau, and are you attempting 
to do that while Federal officials are left free to take care of the 
interstate traffickers, the smugglers, and the big wholesale operators? 

Commissioner O’Connor. We have worked that way constantly 
since the reorganization of the narcotic bureau. In all instances 
where an arrest of a large operator is made, the matter is immediately 
turned over for Federal prosecution. We work in complete coopera- 
tion and harmony with the Federal Narcotic Bureau in this area. 

Senator Dantev. Do you think that is a fair distribution of the re- 
sponsibility between local and Federal officers ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. I certainly do. 

Senator Dante. I am glad to see cities which feel that way about 
it, because some of them seem to think this narcotics problem is the 
Federal Government’s job. If it were left to the Federal Govern- 
ment in that manner, I assure you that we would never be able to 
conquer the problem, much less keep it from getting larger. 

Now, do you consider the narcotics traffic in your city one of your 
most important problems of law enforcement ? 
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Commissioner O'Connor. I most certainly do. 

Senator Danie. How do you rate it’ Is there anything that 
rates ahead of it in seriousness here in Chicago ¢ 

Commissioner O’Connor. Well, of course, all crime is a serious mat- 
ter, and I have never rated any particular field of crime any more 
important than the other. We try to fight crime wherever we find it, 
but we certainly recognize that narcotics contributes directly to the 
crime picture in a large proportion. 

Senator Daniev. Do you know of anything that contributes more 
toward the general crime in your city than narcotic addition and 
narcotic traffic? 

Commissioner O’Connor. No; I know of no particular field that 
would contribute more. 

Senator Dante. Have you ever undertaken to estimate what per- 
centage of your overal] crime, your offenses within the city, are at- 
tributable to narcotic addiction, or the narcotic traffic ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. We have estimated from time to time, 
but, of course, we realize it is only an approximation. In our opinion 
the crime picture in Chicago could lay between 35 to 40 percent of 
crime in some way to the narcotic traffic. That is, not necessarily that 
proportion of crime was committed by narcotics addicts, but in some 
way it was related. 

Senator Danteu. Possibly as high as 40 percent of all the crime in 
Chicago? 

Commissioner O’Connor. That is right, Senator. 

Senator Dantet. I would not be at all surprised if after studying 
it, you find it even higher, because every major city that we have been 
to in the country say that they feel that at least 50 percent of their 
overall crime is attributable directly or indirectly to narcotics. 

Commissioner O'Connor. Well, I am sure their feelings are much 
the same as ours but, of course, we all have to approximate that be- 
cause I do not think anyone has ever gone to make a complete study 
to show the exact amount of crime that could be traced back to the 
narcotic traffic. 

Senator Dantet. Your narcotic addicts are plentiful here in Chi- 
cago, according to the reports that have been made by name and 
address to the Fula! Bureau of Narcotics. 

Commissioner O’Connor. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante.. I think on a population basis—at least this was 
developed before our committee elsewhere—that on a population basis 
Chicago probably leads the Nation in the number of narcotic addicts 
which have been reported to the Federal Bureau of Narcotics. Do 
you have any comment on that? Do you think that is probably 
accurate ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. Well, Chicago of course is the hub of the 
wheel. We have people coming here from all over the world, and 
certainly we get narcotic addicts from every section of the Nation. I 
believe that the percentage of addicts among the native Chicagoans 
is not too high. However, we do have a law in Chicago requiring 
narcotic addicts to register with the department of registration and 
education. And from its inception in June—June 16, of 1953, to 
November 1, 1955, only 2,017 addicts have been registered. Now, of 
course, we realize that there are a large number of addicts that do not 
register. 
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Senator Daniev. More of them do not register than those who do 
register. 

Commissioner O’Connor. Far more. 

Senator Dante... As a matter of fact, before the Boggs committee, 
I believe you estimated the number of addicts in the city of Chicago 
as between 8,000 and 10,000. 

Commissioner O’Connor. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Danrev. And according to figures that we have just re- 
ceived from the Narcotic Bureau in Washington, there have been re- 
ported to date—that is, to September 1 of this year—by name, 7,335 
addicts from the city of Chicago. 

Commissioner O’Connor. That would bear out the figures I gave. 

Senator Danrev. Of course, that is just those who actually have 
been reported by law enforcement officers to the Federal Bureau, and 
many of them, I suppose, a great majority of those were actually re- 
ported by your office. 

Commissioner O’Connor. I am sure of it. 

Senator Dantex. In other words, the Federal reporting system that 
we have is carried on in cooperation with local officers. We would 
not have any if you did not voluntarily cooperate with them, and I 
want to commend the work you have done in reporting the names of 
these addicts to the Federal Bureau. 

I would say that from our observation, Chicago and New York have 
done the best job of reporting these addicts of any of our cities. 

Now, according to those figures on a population basis, if you have 
from 8,000 to 10,000 addicts here, you would have more addicts than 
in any other city in the Nation, especially if you look at the picture 
populationwise. New York City would run ahead of you, of course, 
but it has more population. And Los Angeles would be ahead of 
you in total number—but again, more population. 

Do you have anything else that would account for the concentra- 
tion of addicts here in Chicago other than the fact that a lot of 
people come in here from other States and other localities ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. I think that is the greatest contributing 
factor, Senator. The fact that Chicago has a large transient popula- 
tion, and as I pointed out before, it is the hub of the wheel with regard 
to the Nation. All roads lead to Rome, and all roads lead to Chicago 
in the United States of America. 

Senator DanteL. Do you know of any particular reason why ad- 
dicts or dope peddlers want to travel the road to Chicago? 

Commissioner O’Connor. No, because we have made it very, very 
hard on dope peddlers in the city of Chicago, and consequently in my 
opinion, we have reduced the rate of addiction in this area. When 
they can’t buy it, naturally they are going to go elsewhere. It is our 
aim to reduce that 8,000 addict population to a very low minimum 
in the very near future. We have been concentrating on it, and I 
am sure we are making great strides in that direction. 

The laws have been strengthened in Illinois, and we are getting 
some very good convictions, especially against peddlers. We have 
had peddlers sentenced to as high as 50 years to life, 25 to 50, 20 to 
40 years in the penitentiary for the sale of narcotics. 

We have special laws here relative to the sale to minors, and they 
can get anywhere from 2 years to life for that. We have a special 
narcotics court here in the city of Chicago which I believe was the 
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first specialized court created anywhere in the Nation to deal with 
this particular problem. 

Senator Danrex. That is for misdemeanor offenses ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. That is for State offenses. 

Senator Dantet. That is the municipal court. 

Commissioner O'Connor. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Commissioner, I want both you and Lieutenant 
Healy to understand me fully. Do not think by this line of question- 
ing that I am in any way criticizing you or your work, or the Federal 
Bureau in its work. Asa matter of fact, our preliminary investigation 
shows that there is as fine work here by your law enforcement officers 
as In any city in the country. 

But, in spite of all of that, the fact you have a pretty good group 
of Federal officers assigned here, more so than in some of our cities 
larger than this, the fact you have next to the largest and on a 
population basis probably the largest local narcotic division, still we 
find a heavy concentration of addicts here. Don’t you think that 
the traffic in Chicago is increasing or has increased in recent years? 

Commissioner O’Connor. No, 1 do not believe that, Senator. I 
believe, as a matter of fact, the traffic in Chicago has decreased. We 
have a situation here at this time, in the past 5 years we believe that 
many of our narcotics peddlers have been driven underground so to 
speak. ‘This action of ours in the ceration of our narcotic bureau, and 
our courts, and legislation has made the business of peddling so 
hazardous here for “the bigtime levels of operators that es majority 
of those still remaining in business are delegating portions of their 
operations to many smalltime peddlers and pushers. 

Also, in the position once occupied by the upper level peddler, 
now appears that many independent pushers have sprung up. Wow. 
these persons are believed to be dealing in small quantities and that 
they do so because they think their chances of being caught and 
brought to justice are proportionately less. 

Senator Dante... i. is what I am driving at. It appears from 
our preliminary investigation of the Chicago situation that interstate 
trafficking is increasing here, and that Chicago is probably more a a 
distribution center for other States in the Midwest than it has been 
in, oh, possibly 3 or 4 years ago. 

Our preliminary investigations would indicate the main reason for 
it is not that you ~ not making plenty of arrests, because there 

again, you lead the Nation in arrests here on a population basis. 
However, it would seem to be that in other States around you the 
courts have been meting out high sentences and giving heavier punish- 
ments to the traffickers. According to what Mr. Speer has come 
up with to the committee, he suggests that there are a lot of these 
traffickers, the bigtime traffickers, who are moving out of the States 
that have been giving consistently higher penalties than in your 
State and Federal courts, and that they have moved in here for some 
of their operations. 

Also, that in States surrounding you here in the Midwest, many of 
them have tougher sentences, penalties, on addicts, and therefore, that 
causes the addicts to travel these roads to Chicago. What do you 
think about the possibility of that? In other words, as much as you 
law enforcement officers do about it, if your State and Federal courts 
do not consistently hand out as heavy penalties as the surrounding 
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States, aren’t the addicts and traffickers going to move into your 
Chicago area ¢ 

Commissioner O’Connor. Well, Senator, I did have a prepared ad- 
dress here, as you know, and coupled with it were some recommenda- 
tions which I think will cover just exactly what you are asking. 

Senator Dante. What do you think? 

Commissioner O'Connor. I would like to give you my recommen- 
dations, what I was going to suggest to both the State and Federal 
authorities to enact as legislation ¢ to cope with just the situation we 
are discussing. 

Senator Danten. All right, I will certainly be glad for you to give 
those recommendations. But, what do you think about the suggestion, 
Commissioner, that Mr. Speer has made to the committee as to why 
in spite of all the law enforcement you have here and the work you 
are doing, in spite of that we still have the situation in Chicago that 
we do with reference to addicts and traffickers. Do you think that 
could be possible because of the failure of the courts to mete out as 
heavy sentences as in the surrounding States? 

Commissioner O’Connor. I do not know. I think if you check you 
will find most of those figures are on repeaters, Senator. I think the 
courts here are doing an excellent job. The prosecutors have concen- 
trated on this and provided this department with the aid of some well- 
trained specialized prosecutors to push these narcotics cases to the 
utmost. As I pointed out previously, we have received excellent coop- 
eration from the courts in meting out some pretty tough sentences. 

These recommendations that I was going to make would change the 
picture a little bit and make it even better, Iam sure. 

Senator Dantrev. Let me say one other thing, and then I will quit 
interrupting you. But, let me tell you what else our investigation has 
shown preliminarily so all law enforcement officers can keep that in 
mind and direct your comments to it. We may be wrong on what has 
been suggested to the committee in advance. 

Mr. Speer had also given this committee a report that the prose- 
cutors here, both Federal and State, are tough and as active as any 
place he has been; also, that some of the courts have in several instances 
meted out terrific penalties, but in spite of all that, looking at all your 
penalties, all your cases for the last few years, the overall picture, that 
the State and Federal courts have not consistently meted out as heavy 
penalties as in Wisconsin, in Ohio, in Michigan, in Missouri, and other 
States from which a lot of your traffic has come. 

Now, that will give you the whole picture of what preliminary re- 
ports we have before us, and at any time, if any of the law enforcement 
officers wish to comment on that, we would be glad to have it. Now, 
sir, you go ahead with your statement and excuse me for interrupting 
you so much. 

Commissioner O'Connor. You did not interrupt me, Senator. Iam 
just trying to answer your questions. 

Now, I was going to recommend to the Legislature of the State of 
Illinois at their next session that a law be enacted making narcotic 
addiction a crime, because we realize that narcotics users are criminals 
and not merely sick persons who should be coddled and pitied. Also, 
to both the Federal and State legislative groups that it become manda- 
tory that all narcotic peddlers be sentenced to not less than 10 years in 
the penitentiary for the first conviction; and that it be mandatory that 
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all narcotic peddlers convicted of the second offense be sentenced to 20 
years or more in the penitentiary. 

We are also going to recommend prompt trial for all persons under 
indictment for illegal sale of narcotics. We are going to ask the State 
legislature for the right to confiscate automobiles used in the transpor- 
tation of illegal narcotics. We are going to recommend that probation 
not be granted to any person convicted of illegal sale of narcotics. 
We will recommend that the right to confiscate all moneys seized from 
narcotics peddlers that can be proved to have been derived from their 
illegal operations be granted by the State. 

W e also believe that there shoul | be strengthening and unify ing of 
all States narcotics laws, in the entire 45 States. 

Closer surveillance at all ports of entry to this country would cer- 
tainly be helpful. 

We believe that the establishment of adequate penal institutions, 
the hospital type, for the confinement of narcotic addicts which must 
be separate and apart from county jails or city workhouses would 
be helpful. 

And last, we would like to suggest a campaign to educate the 
public of the insidious dangers of the use of narcotics. 

Now, we believe that the Federal, the State, and the city narcotic 
laws are adequate because they are not static but they are being 
changed and amended to meet with changing conditions. 

I would like to say that even with the very best of intentions in 
enforcement work, in this problem it still remains that the most 
effective means of curtailment of the traffic in illegal narcotics is 
the suppression of such traffic at its source of entry into the country. 
I think with those recommendations, if they are carried through, it 
will aid immeasurably in our fight on this problem. 

Senator Danrev. And insofar as they might be appropriate for 
Federal law, you would make those recommendations to the Congress? 

Commissioner O’Connor. Yes; I would. 

Senator DanreL. Do you have any other recommendations to those 
of us in the Congress as to what we might do to really try to rid 
society of this menace ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. I think that embodies practically every- 
thing I had in mind. 

Senator DanteL. How about your cooperation, the cooperation you 
receive from the Federal Bureau of Narcotics here? Is it good ? 

Commissioner O'Connor. Excellent; we could not ask for it to be 
better, and it has always been during my career as commissioner of 
police, and under the previous head of the Narcotics Bureau, but cer- 
tainly under Mr. Aman; certainly he has stepped it up, and it is 
certainly tops in my opinion. 

Senator Danret. Have you noticed any shortage of personnel i 
his office, or do you have any comment on that ? 

Commissioner O'Connor. No. We have always received assistance 
whenever we have asked for it, and we have received all the assistance 
we needed. 

Senator Danie... That is fine. 

Commissioner O’Connor. I am sure every law-enforcement man 
is hampered somewhat by shortage of pe rsonnel, but I am not familiar 
with Mr. Aman’s problem in that direction. 
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Senator Danret. Suppose we make your prepared statement a part 
of the record in full at the end of your testimony. 

(Commissioner O’Connor’s statement will be found on page 4191.) 

Commissioner O’Connor. Thank you, Senator. 

Senator Dantet. I notice that you have some sort of attachment. 
Are you going to present those to the committee or is Lieutenant Healy 
going to present them? 

Commissioner O’Connor. Lieutenant Healy will take care of the re- 
port and statistics and figures because he is more familiar than I am 
with them. 

Senator Danrev. Perhaps some of these questions on these matters I 
should hold for Lieutenant Healy. I understand you have prosecutors, 
both on the police force and in the Federal agencies, who really per- 
sonally take an interest in fighting these narcotics cases. However, it 
is of special interest to me, why with such effective law enforcement 
officers—there is still a question in my mind as to why we do not have a 
better situation in Chicago and in some of our other cities too. We 
just happen to be here now. I want to go particularly into this matter 
of court sentences as to whether or not the courts in meting out their 
punishment, and perhaps even your laws with respect to addicts, are 
so much easier on them than your surrounding States, if that is why 
you have so many people who travel the roads into this hub of the 
wheel. 

I understand some evidence is going to be developed on that. Would 

ou et to comment any more on that before we hear from Lieutenant 
ealy ? 

Commissioner O’Connor. No; I think that those questions ought to 
be reserved for His Honor Judge Gutknecht, Senator. He is far more 
familiar with the laws of the other States than I am, and he is a 
lawyer. He is my lawyer, as far as that goes. 

Senator Dante.. He is less likely to criticize these court sentences 
though than you are. He has to work with the courts pretty much. 

Commissioner O’Connor. Well, we of the police department cer- 
tainly have no criticism of the courts. We feel they have done an 
excellent job for us in the city of Chicago. Lieutenant Healy will 
give you the figures and I am sure you will be impressed with some 
of the sentences that have been meted out. 

Senator Danret. Congressman O’Brien, do you have any questions? 

Mr. O’Brien. No. 

Senator Dantet. Counsel? 

Mr. Gasqur. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. I 
notice in your number of recommendations that you did not mention 
anything about bail bonds, and that has been of particular interest to 
the subcommittee. 

Senator Dante. I believe, Mr. Counsel, it is in his written state- 
ment. 

Commissioner O'Connor. Yes; it is. 

Senator Dantev. Point No. 13. I read this over last night. 

Commissioner O’Connor. Then you are familiar with it. 

Senator Dante. Well, I noticed that you made particular mention 
of bail bonds. Suppose you go on and make that statement so we 
may want to question you about it a little further. 

Commissioner O'Connor. On September 16, 1955, a circular order 
was issued by the commissioner of police upon the recommendation of 
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the presiding judge of the narcotics court, to the effect that bonds in 
narcotics cases be set for $5,000 cash and $10,000 real estate in all cases 
involving possession of narcotics and $10,000 cash and $20,000 real 
estate in all cases involving sale of narcotics. The previous schedule 
was about half these amounts. 

Senator Dante.. Mr. Speer, any questions ! 

Mr. Speer. No questions. 

Senator Danie. Thank you, Commissioner. Your written state 
ment will be made a part of the record. 

(The statement referred to above is as follows:) 


DETECTIVE DIVISION, 
November 7, 195. 
From: Chief of detectives. 
To: Commissioner of police. 
Subject: Comprehensive Survey of the Narcotic Bureau, Detective Division, 
Chicago DTolice Department. 
Report of: Lt. Joseph J. Healy, in charge, narcotic bureau. 

1. Prior to November 22, 1950, the personnel of the narcotic detail of the Chi 
cago Police Department consisted of 6 patrolmen and 1 sergeant in charge 
Because of the marked increase in the illicit narcotics tratlic in the post-World 
War period, the commissioner of police ordered the reorganization of this unit. 
The new unit is known as the Narcotic bureau, Detective Division, Chicago 
Police Department. Immediately upon this reorganization 6 additional patrol 
men were assigned to assist in the processing of prisoners and the establishment 
of a filing and record system. This new bureau was given the task of processing 
all persons arrested in the city of Chicago who are involved in any way with 
narcotics, together with maintaining personnel in the field that specialize in 
aggressive police action to combat this problem. In April 1951, Lt. Joseph J 
Healy was assigned to command the narcotic bureau. 

2. From time to time additional men and equipment were assigned to the 
bureau, until at present its personnel numbers 60, members divided as follows: 
1 lieutenant in charge, 4 supervising sergeants, 53 patrolmen, and 2 policewomen. 
It operates 8 squad cars and 1 utility vehicle and maintains men in the field 24 
hours a day, 7 days a week. 

3. During this period the commissioner of police also directed that 36 addi 
tional plainclothesmen be assigned to narcotics investigations in their respective 
districts. These men directly assist the narcotic bureau in their work. There 
are 14 districts in which these men are assigned. 

4. This action was in complete harmony with the plan of the United States 
Commissioner of Narcotics to encourage the local police departments of the larger 
cities to investigate and prosecute persons involved in local traffic relative to 
narcotics due to the fact such departments have larger personne! available for 
this work than do the Federal bureaus. Also, such procedure enables the Fed 
eral bureau to concentrate on the major wholesalers and persons engaged in 
interstate traffic in narcotics. 

5. On April 4, 1951, a special branch of the Municipal Court of Chicago was 
created and designated as the Narcotics Court, branch No. 57, located in room No. 
506 at 2600 South California Avenue. This court hears all cases involving nar- 
eotics and any collateral charges. In cases of felony this court forwards them 
to the grand jury for indictment and subsequent trial in the criminal courts. 

6. The State’s attorney of Cook County assigned two assistants to the narcotic 
bureau to aid in the interrogation of prisoners and hear the evidence presented 
by the arresting officers. The charges placed against the prisoners are directed 
by these assistant State’s attorneys. 

7. On May 4, 1951, the General Assembly of the Illinois State Legislature 
amended the penalty section 23 of the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act. This new 
amendment outlines punishment of a fine and/or imprisonment, or both, ranging 
from $1,000 and 1 to 5 years in jail for violations such as possession, selling, 
administering, or dispensing any narcotic drug, and, for the sale to a minor, 2 
years to life imprisonment. Any offense under this act shall be deemed a sub- 
sequent offense if the violator has previously been convicted of a felony under 
any law of the United States of America, any Territory of the United States, or 
the District of Columbia relative to the Narcotic Act. Therefore, any person 
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so convicted for a second offense could be punished by a sentence of from 2 years 
to life imprisonment. 

8. Prior to this amendment all violations of possession or sale of narcotics 
were misdemeanor crimes with a maximum fine up to $1,000 and/or sentence up 
to 1 year in the local jail. 

9. In July 1953 the Illinois Legislature passed another amendment to this 
penalty section 23 to the extent that all persons convicted of illegal sale of nar- 
cotics, whether to a minor or adult, could be punished by sentence to the peni- 
tentiary from 2 years to life. 

10. Also at this time the legislature enacted the Illinois drug addict law where- 
in all drug addicts are required to register as such with the departinent of educa- 
tion and registration. Penalty for failure to do so provides sentence of not less 
than 6 months nor more than 1 year. A registered addict who fails to carry his 
registration card upon his person at all times shall be fined not less than $1 nor 
more than $100 or imprisoned for more than 1 year or both. 

11. Another legislative development at this time was the strengthening of 
search warrant proceedings to liberalize as to who could make the complaint 
for such a warrant. Previous to this, only law-enforcement officers could make 
this complaint. Now any citizen may make such a complaint, thereby assisting 
the police immeasurably. 

2. Another significant step in the enforcement program to curtail narcotics 
addiction was the enactment of a new law by the Illinois State Legislature gov- 
erning the sale, possession, or exchange of hypodermic syringes, needles, or any 
instrument adapted for the use of narcotic drugs by subcutaneous injection. 
This new law also requires the authorized persons selling such instruments to 
keep a permanent record of each sale which shall be open to all police authorities 
for inspection and written prescriptions by authorized persons directing the 
purchase of the said instruments. 

(The punishment for violators provides a fine of not more than $1,000 or 1 
year in the county jail, or both, for each offense. Pars. 192.33, 192.34, 192.35, 
192.56, and 192.37, Illinois Revised Statutes, passed July 11, 1955.) 

13. On September 16, 1955, a circular order (No. 575), was issued by the 
commissioner of police upon the recommendation of the presiding judge of 
the narcotics court to the effect that bonds in narcotics cases be set for $5,000 
cash and $10,000 real estate in all cases involving possession of narcotics and 
$10,000 cash, and $20,000 real estate in all cases involving sale of narcotics. The 
previous schedule was about half these amounts. 

14. The number of arrests processed by the narcotic bureau since its inception 
is as follows: 


LE 2 oct aiod siege ache ceucberes DSi k ORC SI ais as, crcnecenniencaanl 7, 639 
ID I a ce cece 7, 486] Ist 6 months of 1955_......__—— 3, 682 
NNN RII oe ois ccnsekcomeiienminc cata 8, 267 


These figures are the gross overall arrests processed through this Bureau of 
all males over 17 years of age and all females over 18 years of age. Males and 
females under the ages 17 and 18 years respectively are classified as juveniles 
and are processed by the juvenile authorities and the family court. It is quite 
significant that in the first year of operation, 1951, the rate of recidivism was 
38 percent and has steadily increased to 85 percent in the year of 1954. 

15. The number of persons processed by the narcotic detail for the 5 previous 
vears is as follows: 


GRE AE icteric cece a I 2, 230 
A a a ee ET, NOR * SN it erin cat igicdanl 3, 712 
OT i ii ccceienatins 740 


16. The number of juveniles arrested in connected with narcotics during the 
past 4 vears is: 
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17. In 1951 the number of arrests in the 17 to 20 years of age group con- 
stituted 24.7 percent of the gross. In 1954 this same age group constituted 
12.5 percent of all arrests which were 897 more than in 1951. For the first 6 
months of 1955 this group is further reduced to 11.6 percent. In the year 
1951 the 21 to 30 years of age group comprised 56.4 percent of the total arrests 
and in 1954 this same group had increased to 68 percent. 
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18. During the year of 1954 the Narcotic Bureau placed 816 charges of sale 
and/or possession of the contraband drug, heroin against persens and S12 such 
charges involving marihuana. ‘The heroin charges constitute 70.0 percent of the 
total and the marihuana charges, 27 percent, All ot 
dolophine, (methodone), dilaudid, cocaine, etc. make up the remaining 2 perce 

19. In this same period the record shows 5,361 charges of chapter 103-1, sub 
section 13 of the municipal code of Chicago which is the disorderly conduct 
chapter amended in 1951 to include known narcotic addicts. It is only by the 
arresting and detention of addicts and the subsequent judicious interrogation 
of these persons that the police gain information relative to the movements and 
methods as well as the identities of certain narcotics peddlers and “pushers 
This number comprises 70.2 percent of the gross arrests. 

It is estimated there are approximately 8,000 to 10,000 addicts in Chicago 
It is impossible to give the total number of users of narcotics but we are con- 
tident that the Vast majority of such persons have been apprehended at one 
time or another during the 5 years the Chicago Police Narcotic Bureau has been 
in existence. We have processed during this period approximately 12,000 indi- 
viduals. Multiple, collateral charges and the rate of recidivism account for the 
gross number of arrests, 

The total number of registrations under the Illinois drug addict law (reference 
section 10 of this report), from its inception, June 16, 1953, to November 1, 1955, 
was 2,017. 

This Department has received 273 convictions against narcotics peddlers 
resulting in penitentiary sentences since the year 1953 as follows: 


fo a ees ee ree 66] Year 1955 (1st 9 months) ___--_ 111 
a 96 


We are receiving convictions in approximately 5 percent of all cases against 
peddlers heard in criminal courts. 

21. The United States Bureau of Narcotics and the narcotic bureau of the 
Chicago Police Department have worked in close cooperation on many investi- 
gations, arrests and prosecutions and in particular, cases involving major vio- 
lators. Whenever practicable, this Department has turned over certain cases 
to the Federal Bureau for prosecution in its Courts. 

22. The most significant result of the intense, aggressive police action of the 
past 5 years is that many narcotics peddlers have been driven “underground” 
so to speak. This action has made the business of peddling so hazardous for the 
big-time levels of operators that the majority of those still remaining in the busi- 
ness are delegating portions of their operations to many small-time peddlers 
and “pushers.” Also, in the position once occupied by the upper-level peddler, 
it now appears that many independent “pushers” have sprung up. These persons 
believe that in dealing in small quantities their chances of being caught and 
brought to justice are proportionably less. 

23. This Department is engaged primarily in the field of narcotics. How- 
ever, when cases involving barbiturates are brought to our attention we take 
the necessary action. We had 6 cases involving barbiturates during the year 
1954. Such cases usually involve unscrupulous pharmacists or doctors and 
have been extremely difficult to prosecute under the present law. For exam 
ple; the law relative to the definition of barbiturates reads in substance as 
follows: “The term ‘barbiturate’ means the salts and derivatives of barbiturate 
acid—but shall not mean or include compounds or mixtures thereof.” It is 
quite obvious that this wording provides the scheming and unethical pharma- 
cists operating outside of the ethics of their profession with a “loop-hole” as 
all such substances are in combination with fillers such as milk sugar, calcium 
lactate, etc. The undersigned recommends that this definition be amended to 
read in a similar manner to that of paragraph 16a of chapter 38 which clearly 
defines the substance of the sulfonamide group. 

It is suggested that the necessary law be written to cover in detail the entire 
amphetamine group. 

24. It is also suggested that section 73.33, paragraph 33, part 5 of chapter 9514 
of the Illinois statutes be changed to the extent that any person who violates 
this law by perjuring himself in making a false affidavit or statement under oath 
to the Secretary of State relating to the registration, ownership, or operation of 
motor vehicles and who has previously been convicted of any narcotics violation 
be guilty of a felony. 

25. The following recommendations are made by the undersigned, who is of the 
opinion these suggestions be considered by the legislative, judiciary, and 
administrative branches of our city, State, and National Governments as neces- 
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sary to further the progress made thus far in the suppression of illegal traffic 
in narcotics. It is further requested that the 12 points listed below be considered 
together with those which were outlined in detail in sections 23 and 24 of this 
report. 

(1) A law be enacted making narcotic addiction a crime. 

(2) Realization that narcotics users are criminals and not merely “sick” 
persons who should be coddled and pitied. 

(3) To be mandatory that all narcotics peddlers be sentenced to not less 
than 10 years in the penitentiary for the first conviction. 

(4) To be mandatory that all narcotics peddlers convicted of second of- 
fense be sentenced to 20 years or more in the penitentiary. 

(5) Prompt trial for all persons under indictment for illegal sale of 
narcotics. 

(6) The right under law to confiscate automobiles used in the transporta- 
tion of illegal narcotics. 

(7) The probation not be granted to any person convicted of illegal sale 
of narcotics. 

(8) The right to confiscate all moneys seized from narcotics peddlers that 
can be proved to have been derived from their illegal operations. 

(9) Strengthening and unifying all States’ narcotic laws. 

(10) Closer surveillance at all ports of entry to this country. 

(11) The establishment of adequate penal institutions (hospital type), for 
the confinement of narcotic addicts which must be separate and apart from 
county jails or city “workhouses” (municipal jails). 

(12) A campaign to educate the public of the insidious dangers of the 
use of narcotics. 

26. It is the opinion of the undersigned that the Federal, State of Illinois, and 
city of Chicago narcotics laws are adequate because they are not static but are 
being changed and amended to meet with changing conditions. 

27. Even with the very best of intentions and enforcement work in this problem, 
it still remains that the most effective means of curtailment of traffic in illegal 
narcotics is the suppression of such traffic at the source of entry into this country. 


JOSEPH HEALY, 
Lieutenant In Charge, Narcotic Bureau. 


Approved : 
JOHN T. O'MALLEY, 
Chief of Detectives. 
Senator Dantrex. All right, Lieutenant Healy, we will hear from 
you. 


Commissioner, do you have another gentleman from your office, or 
is he just sitting with you? 

Commissioner O’Connor. He works with Lieutenant Healy. 

Senator Dantex. Let the record show his presence. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH J. HEALY, CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Senator Danie. Lieutenant Healy, give your name and official title, 
and also your assistant’s name. 

Lieutenant Heaty. Joseph John Healy, lieutenant of police, Chi- 
cago Police Department, assigned to narcotics bureau. 

Senator Dantet. You are the chief of the bureau ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. I am incharge of the narcotics bureau. 

Senator Dantez. Isee. All right, sir. 

Lieutenant Hearty. And Officer John Dearham, my secretary. 

Senator Danret. Lieutenant Healy, do you have a prepared state- 
ment, or are you ready for questions? 

Lieutenant Hraty. Mine was a joint statement with the com- 
missioner’s. 

Senator Dantet. That has been made a part of the record. Now, I 
would like to refer to you this same qeustion. With all the compli- 
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mentary things said about your enforcement personnel! here in nar- 
cotics, both city and Federal, with tough prosecutors, can you give us 
your idea as to why your addiction is as high as it is today, and your 
interstate traffickers are in evidence here ? 

ee int Hearty. The reason we show so high is because in our 
work, 85 percent of our arrests are repeaters. Every time our men 
see hive addicts on the street loitering around, they bring them in. 
That is how we get our information on the peddlers, from the addicts. 

Mr. Speer. You mean when you see an addict on the street, whether 
or not you suspect that he may have narcotics on him or in his pos- 
session, you arrest him and bring him in for interrogation ¢ 

Lieutenant Hrany. We do, unless he has a v ery good excuse for being 
at that certain point. 

Mr. Speer. I see. 

Senator Dante. Is it against the law in this State for a narcotic 
addict to mix and mingle in public or be out on the street ¢ 

Lieutenant Hrary. We have a city ordinance, addicts loitering 
around in public places can be picked up on sight. 

Senator Danrev. Do you have a State law against the use of nar- 
cotics ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. We do. For possession carries a penalty l to 5 
years, and fines up to $5,000. We have a judge in the narcotics court 
now who is doing a wonderful job. Every day he is sending these 
pushers, these small-time pushe rs, up for 3, 4, and 5 years. He has 
been in that court for the last 3 or 4 months, and he gives them 2, 3, 

t, and 5 years each day. 

Senator Danten. What judge is that ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is Judge Cwikilinski. 

Senator Danem. What is his court ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. The narcotics court. 

Senator Dantet. Is that a municipal court ? 

Lieutenant Heaty. It is. 

Senator Dantet. Are these jail sentences or penitentiary sentences ? 

Lieutenant Heary. He can only sentence them to jail, to the county 
jail or the house of correction. You see, possession is a misdemeanor 
sal carries a penalty up to 5 years. 

Now, we have the house of correction loaded. I was talking to the 
warden today, and he said the place is loaded with addicts. The 
county jail is pretty well loaded. And last week at this hearing, there 
was a State senator from the State of Illinois who testified as to the 
prisoners in Joliet; there is pretty close to a thousand addicts down 
there. 

Senator Daniet. How many prisoners do they have there, do you 
know? 

Lieutenant Hearty. About 8,000. 

Senator Dantex. So about one-eighth of them are narcotic addicts? 

Lieutenant Hearty. About a thousand are addicted and peddlers. 

Senator Dantev. Well, now, so far as the municipal court is con- 
cerned, pretty heavy penalties are being passed out for possession ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. They are. 

Senator Dantev. Do you have a statute making it an offense to be 
a narcotic addict, or for a narcotic addict to mix on the streets or in 
public places? 
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Lieutenant Hraty. No, we have only the city ordinance, for a loiter- 
ing addict, loitering around in a public place, but we do have a State 
law where if we pick them up in possession of a needle or hypodermic 
syringe, or a hypodermic needle, or any narcotic paraphernalia, we 
can charge them and give them up to a year. 

Senator Dantev. Do you think this estimate of from eight to ten 
thousand addicts in Chicago is a fairly reasonable or accurate estimate ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. You have to realize that our records go back for 
the last 5 years, since 1950. Now, a lot of these people are no longer 
here, they have gone back to where they came from. 

This last week we had a fellow come into our office and give himself 
up. He was from Boston. He was hanging around the racetracks 
and wanted to take the cure. We are charged up with him, and he 
doesn’t even live in Chicago. We have a great many cases like that. 

Senator Dante.. Well, I am reading from the joint statement now, 
these are not my figures, don’t misunderstand me, these are from the 
United States commissioner on this. But your joint statement says 
on page 7: 

It is estimated there are approximately eight to ten thousand addicts in 
Chicago. 

Lieutenant Heaty. That is going back over all our records. We 
have gone back from the time our bureau was organized and pulled 
out every file, and we tried to break it down and come up with a fair 
estimate of our addicts that we have handled here in the last 5 years. 

Senator Danre.. You have processed during the period of 5 years, 
you say, in the last sentence on the page, approximately 12,000 indi- 
viduals. 

Lieutenant Heary. Yes; but they are not all addicts. We might 
make a raid in a flat, and there might be 4 or 5 people that are not 
addicts who are just loitering around up in there. <A lot of time we 
make an arrest, we stop 4 or 5 fellows in a car, and maybe 1 man 
might be an addict. 

Senator Danie... Of these 7,335 names on record in Washington as 
addicts from Chicago, do you feel that that would be an accurate 
figure on your addicts here ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. What was that figure ? 

Senator Dante.. 7,335. Those are the names which have been sub- 
mitted to the Bureau of Narcotics in Washington from Chicago. 

Lieutenant Hearty. I would say “Yes.” 

Senator Dante. You figure that as accurate? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Yes. Now here you have got about fifteen or 
sixteen hundred marihuana smokers. We might pick up some kids 
and charge them with marihuana smoking. Now, we brand them as 
addicts, see. Now, we may never get that party again. Marihuana 
is not habit forming. 

Senator Dante... Well, now, wait a minute, do you mean that? You 
are the first man to say that. It is not addicting, but it is habit form- 
ing, isn’tit? You mean it is not addicting? 

Lieutenant Heary. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danren. But it is habit forming, just like cigarette smoking ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. But you can quit smoking marihuana and not 
have the reaction like a party using heroin. Once they get hooked for 
2 or 3 weeks they require heroin. They don’t go through any with- 
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drawal period on marihuana; it is maybe like what a e1; 
might go through. 

Senator DanteL. Before somebody reads this record and thinks we 
minimize marihuana, it is a dangerous drug, isn't it ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. It is, and we realize, if these young people smoke 
marihuana, and if they do any drinking, they commit some of the 
most vicious crimes on our books. 

Senator Dante.. Do you know of any drug which has been present 
any more in vicious crimes, especially sex crimes and murders, than 
marihuana ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. No. 

Senator Dantev. As a matter of fact, marihuana many times leads 
right on into the use of heroin, does it not ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. They shift over into heroin. 

Senator DANIEL. So it is one of the most dangerous drugs we have ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. It is, and we realize it. 

Senator Daniet. Now, if you picked up a juvenile who has just 
used marihuana for a little while, you would not report him to the 
Federal Bureau as an addict, would you, unless you found he was 
really a habitual user or had the habit fairly strong ? 

Lieutenant Hraty. He would be reported if he at any time used it. 

Senator Daniev. I am trying to get some idea from you as to the 
minimum figure that you think would be correct as to the number of 
addicts in C ‘hicago. What would you say the minimum was? Would 
you want to take this 8,000 as the lowest on your statement, or do you 
want to go under that ? 

Lieutenant Heaty. I would go under that. 

Senator DanteL. How many ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, according to our records for the State of 
Illinois, there are, I guess, around 2,000 registered. Now, out of all 
these addicts we ‘get every day we find they are registered. They 
are bound to get in trouble, and, say, another couple of thousand that 
we don’t come across—show people, stage people, and musicians, and 
so forth. 

Senator Dantev. Well, sir, tell me which is the more accurate report 
on the number of addicts, those required to register and who do go and 
register themselves, that small number, or the addicts reported by all 
of 1 you law- enforcement officials here in Chicago to the Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, now, we report every case we handle, 
everybody we pick up. A lot of those cases are of people that only 
used marihuana a few times, and they might be cured, and we never 
run across them any more. 

Senator Dantet. Well, we have that broken down from the Federal 
Bureau, as to how many marihuana addicts you have reported from 
here, and it would not seem to me that you would want to report as 
addicts people on whom your evidence was just that you had found 
them smoking marihuana one time. If you find they are habitual 
users, you might want to report them on this form. I hold in my 
hand a copy of the form on which you report these people to the Federal 
Bureau, and there is a place for the drugs used to be filled in, the years 
addicted, and original cause of addiction. 

Now, we also have the figures here on how many from Chicago have 
been reported as marihuana users, how many as heroin users, but we 








4198 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


have not been able to get our hands on it right away. Do you happen 
to have those figures ? 

Lieutenant Hraty. Well, you see, when we make a narcotic arrest, 
we make out a history sheet in triplicate; one a goes to the Federal 
Bureau of the Government—they get a copy of all our narcotic arrests. 
They get a copy of the history sheet. 

Senator Danrev. Well, do you want to wait until we find how many 
of these 7,335 reported were marihuana users, instead of other drugs, 
before making a final estimate as to what you think you have here? 

Lieutenant Heary. O. K. 

Senator Dante.. Would you prefer doing that ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Or would you like to hit at an estimate now ? 

Lieutenant Heary. No. 

Senator Dante.. Suppose we wait until after lunch and do that? 

Lieutenant Heary. O. K. 

Senator Danrev. About what is the average cost of a heroin user 
here in Chicago, the average drug addict, either heroin or any other 
opiate, about how much is his habit costing him here? 

Lieutenant HraLty. Well, it varies. 

Senator Dante... The average? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Anywhere from $10 to $50 a day. 

Senator Danret. Would you say that the very minimum would be 
$10 a day? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, there would besome lower. Some of these 
addicts don’t have any money and might only spend a dollar or two. 

Senator Danint. But you would say that the average addict would 
run from $10 to $30 a day? 

Lieutenant Heary. As high as $50 or $60, they will use all they can 
get. I have had prostitutes tell me they spend $50 or $60 a day for 
the stuff. You see, now, here is something else: When we test the 
stuff in our crime laboratory, the quality is only 2 percent, what they 
ure getting is all milk sugar. I remember years ago, back in 1928 
and 1929, an addict would get 1 cap and it would last him 2 days, 
because it was 50 or 60 percent pure. 

Senator Dante.. Well, what would you think, then, that the mini- 
mum cost would be, or the average overall cost for these addicts; what 
would be the minimum average cost? Just your estimate of it. 

Lieutenant Heaty. I would only be giving you an estimate. It 
would be pretty hard to answer that question. 

Senator Danre.. Do you think it would be at least $20 a day? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Oh, for the average? 

Senator Danie.. Average, yes. 

Lieutenant Hraty. Well, now, because the majority of these ad- 
dicts can’t work, they are out stealing, and they only use it when 
they have money. 

Here is something else that is very important: We have these ad- 
dicts every day in our bureau, and very seldom do we get an addict 
that is sick. They are all needle addicts. It is just a rare case of 
where we have an addict that is really sick aud going through a with- 
drawal period. 

Senator Danrer. Would you think that $10 a day would be the 
absolute minimum average cost per addict? 

Lieutenant Heary. I would say $5. 
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Senator Danie... Now, Lieutenant, I don’t believe our minds are 
meeting on the question. Five dollars a day would be about the 
lowest cost of any real drug addict, would it not ! 

Lieutenant HraLy. No, we have a lot of these unfortunate people, 
some days they don’t buy drugs, they don’t have the money. Then 
they might spend two or three dollars, that is all they could get. 

Senator Danire.. Well, after lunch | would like for us to get to 
gether on that. In the noon hour we will go over these figures on 
marihuana, and eliminate those, and then check this fiugre. I am 
trying to arrive at some idea of the total cost to Chicago of all these 
addicts, the total cost of the drugs on the street, and then the cost 
in money iself. Have you ever tried to arrive at that? What do you 
figure these addicts are paying for the drugs? Have you ever at 
tempted to arrive at that? 

Lieutenant Hraty. Well, they pay $1.50 for a capsule. 

Senator Danre.. I mean the total cost, how much is that market 
amounting to here in Chicago every day ¢ 

Lieutenant Heaty. Well, we do not attempt to set a market value 
on the narcotics seized by us, because this would necessitate running 
a quantity analysis on each and every specimen obtained. However, 
we estimate the black-market value to be in excess of $500,000, quite 
possibly a million dollars in each of the years since 1951. 

Senator Danie.. Per year? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Per year, since 1951. 

Senator Danrev. Your black-market value / 

Lieutenant Heary. Yes. 

Senator Danre.. Of your seizures? 

Lieutenant Heary. Of our seizures, yes. 

Senator Dante. Those are just of your seizures? 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Danrev. That does not count all that has gone into the 
veins of these addicts? You think you have made around from half 
million to a million dollars worth of seizures a year. I am trying to 
find out how much, on the black market, you think that heroin and 
other opiates that get into their veins, that they use every day, are 
costing these addicts, 

Lieutenant Hearty. We can make no accurate estimation of the daily 
gross value of illegal narcotic sales in Chicago, nor can we estimate 
the daily gross volume of narcotics smuggled into this country. Such 
information as to the amount entering this country each day, and 
the methods of transportation and distribution—if that information 
were known, the various law-enforcing agencies would be well on 
the way toward solving the major part of this problem. 

Senator Dante. What different crimes do your addicts commit 
mostly ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, all crimes, but mostly misdemeanors— 
boosting, larceny, and shop lifting, and the women resort to prosti- 
tution. 

Senator Danrev. Now, I believe you have some reports on that? 

Lieutenant Heaty. We have, yes, sir. Here we have a breakdown. 
This is what you want, for the ai years. Now, take 1951, we 
arrested 73 pickpockets; in 1952 we arrested 134; in 1953, 80; and 
in 1954, 71. 

Now, shoplifting -—— 
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Senator Danrev. Identify the report that you are reading from. 
What is that entitled ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. This is a report made up by the Crime Preven- 
tion Burean. Narcotic Court Report. Haven’t you got a copy? 

Senator Daniev. Well, if you will name off the title. 

Lieutenant Hraty. Narcotic Court Report, “Listed below is the 
number of offenses committed in connection with narcotics in which 
the equal number of the above persons were involved.” 

(See the tables entitled “Report of Narcotic Bureau, Chicago Police 
Department, January 1, 1951, through December 31, 1954,” on p. 4242.) 

Senator Dante... We will make this report a part of the record 
later. Suppose during the noon hour we go over these reports and 
see exactly how much we are going to develop, and we will make them 
all a part of the record, and also discuss these other points we have 
talked about. 

Just before we conclude and confer further, let me ask you this: 
Do you feel that the estimate of your overall crime attributable to 
narcotics that was given by the commissioners are about right, or 
would you put the figure lower or higher? 

Lieutenant Hrary. I would say it was about right. 

Senator Danre,. That was about what, 40 percent? 

Lieutenant Hrary. About 40 percent. 

Senator Dante... Of overall crime? 

Lieutenant Heary. Of all crime. 


Senator Danie.. That is because your addicts do commit a lot of 
these crimes that you have enumerated in order to keep up their 
expensive habits? 

Lieutenant Heary. Sure, that is right. 

Senator Danrex. All right, sir. 

Are there any questions from Congressman O’Brien ? 

Mr. O’Brien. No questions. 

Senator Daniets. Or from counsel ? 

Mr. Gasque. No questions. 

Senator Dantet. All right, sir. You will be with us after lunch? 

Lieutenant Hrary. I will be here. 

Senator Daniex. I certainly want to thank both of you gentlemen 
for all of your assistance to the staff of this committee in working up 
these hearings and, as I say, everything brought before this com- 
mittee before this hearing certainly indicates that you gentlemen are 
doing the best job possible under all the circumstances, and I would 
like to confer with you, Lieutenant, during the lunch hour on some of 
these figures. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

Commissioner O’Connor. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARIE BATTIESSE, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Senator Dantet. Will you stand and be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give to this 
Subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Barriesse. I do. 

Senator DanteL. You may be seated. 

Will you state your name? 

Mrs. Barrtessr. Marie Battiesse. 
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Senator Danret. And you spell your first name M-a-r-i-e! 

Mrs. Barriessr. That is right. 

Senator Danre.. And your last name, how do you spell that? 

Mrs. Barriesse. B-a-t-t-i-e-s-s-e. 

Senator Danret. Where do you live? 

Mrs. Barriesse. 4404 Drexel. 

Senator Dantet. How long have you lived in Chicago! 

Mrs. Barrigesse. About 7 years. 

Senator Dante. I believe you have had the unfortunate experience 
of having been addicted to heroin, is that correct, and I snbasined 
you were . willing to cooperate with this committee in its investigation 
by giving us your account of the damage caused by this drug, am I 






Mrs. Barriesse. I refuse to answer that, as I might incriminate 
myself. Istand on my constitutional rights. 

‘Senator Danret. You refuse to answer on the ground that a truth- 
ful answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Mrs. Barriesse. That is right. 

Senator Dantex. Well, I want to say to you that I have been in- 
formed that you had agreed to cooperate with the committee in giving 
this story, so long as we did not ask you to name any people involved, 
other than yourself, and I am not going to ask you about any years 
for which you could be prosecuted as an addict, or whether you are 
an addict now. 

With that explanation let me put the question to you again: Back 
many years ago did you ever use heroin, more than 5 years ago? Lat 
me explain this to you. 

This committee is calling people before them who might be able 
to give them first-hand information about the narcotics traffic and 
about addiction. We are simply trying to make a record as to how 
it works, what gets people started on it, what it costs per day, and 
all of that. We are not calling you in here for the purpose of trying 
to prosecute you, or to in any way embarrass you. As a matter of 
fact, I have already told you the circumstances under which you 
were called, and I would just like to know if you did use the drug, 
say more than 4 or 5 years ago, how you got started, and anything 
you could tell us. 

We are trying to help wipe out the traffic, do you understand, and 
I imagine you would like to see it wiped out because of the trouble 
it has caused you, wouldn’t you? 

Mrs. Barrresse. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Would you mind telling us how you got started 
on heroin ? 

Mrs. Barrresse. I don’t know exactly how I got started on it. 

Senator Dantet. As I understand it, it was when you were about 
what age, 17 ? 

Mrs. Bartresse. That is right. 

Senator Danten. And you are 26 now? 

Mrs. Barriesse. That is right. 

Senator Danten. So back at the age 17, where were you living? 

Mrs. Barrresse. Albany, N. Y. 

Senator Danter. Is that where you got started using heroin ? 

Mrs. Bartiesse. That is right. 

Senator Danmt. How did you happen to start using it? 
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Mrs. Barriesse. Well, I don’t quite remember how I started it. 

Senator Danret. What kind of work were you following at that 
time? 

Mrs. Barttesse. Dancing. 

Senator Danre.. Were you dancing in night clubs? 

Mrs. Barrressge. That is right. 

Senator Danrev. Had you ever used marijuana before you used 
heroin ¢ 

Mrs. Bartrresse. No; I had not. 

Senator Danze. Did you ever use any other kind of drug before 
you started using heroin ? 

Mrs. Barrresse. No; I didn’t. 

Senator Dantet. Did someone sell it to you, or did someone give it 
to you? 

Mrs. Barriessz. No one sold it to me. 
_ Senator Daniet. Did someone give it to you? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. I just took it. 

Senator Danrets. Where did you get it? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. I just saw somebody with it. 

Senator Danrev. Some of your friends? 

Mrs. Barriesse. At that time. 

Senator Dantet. Are you another one of the many examples of 


people who have gotten started on heroin because of your association 
with certain friends? 


Mrs. Bartriesse. That is right; yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. In other words, it was not a seller that started you ? 

Mrs. Barrresse. No. 

Senator Danrex. And did any one of those friends ever sell it to you 
later on? 

Mrs. Batriesse. No. 

Senator Danrex. It was strictly a matter of association ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. That is right. 

Senator Dantev. Has it been your observation that that is the way 
a lot of people get started on heroin ? 

Mrs. Bartiesse. I imagine they did. 

Senator Danie... You have seen others take their first shots? 

Mrs. Barriesse. No; I haven’t; I have never seen anyone take their 
first shot. 

Senator DanreL. You have never seen anyone else? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. No. 

Senator Danrex. Did you finish high school ? 

Mrs. Batriesse. Yes; I did. 

Senator Dantet. Where did you finish school ? 

Mrs. Batrtresse. In Philadelphia. 

Senator Dantet. Now, was this a group of friends that introduced 
you to heroin ? 

Mrs. Batrresse. Just a mere acquaintance, I guess it was just curi- 
osity, that is all. 

Senator Danret. Was it a man or a woman? 

Mrs. Barriesse. Now, let’s see, I think it was a woman. 

Senator Danret. Now, you actually lived around some heroin ad- 
dicts and worked with them, did you not? 


Mrs. Barriesse. They may have been addicts, I mean, some of them 
might have been. 
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Senator Danrex. I mean back at the time you started. 

Mrs. Barriesse. You mean doing what work? 

Senator DanreL. When you were dancing at a night club’ 

Mrs. Barrresse. They might have been; I «lon’t know. I don’t ask 
them what they are. 

Senator Danre.. Our investigator reports that you stated this to 
him, that, “You cannot live around an addict without beginning to 
use the stuff yourself.” 

Mrs. Barttessk. I said that? 

Senator Danrev. Yes; 1 say that is what he reports. 

Mrs. Barrtesse. I did not say that. 

Senator Danie.. You deny that? 

Mrs. Barrresse. You can be around people, and you don’t have to 
do it yourself. 

Senator Dante.. About how long after you started using the drug 
was it that you felt you had to have more? 

Mrs. Barrresse. How long did I use it? 

Senator DanreL. Yes; how long was it after your first shot of 
heroin before you found that it made you sick if you did not have 
more shots ¢ 

Mrs. Battiesse. Well, heroin, you just don’t take one shot and have 
the habit. 

Senator Dantet. You do? 

Mrs. Barrresse. No. 

Senator Dante. I say, how many was it # 

Mrs. Barrresse. If you continuously use it you will, but not if you 
just take a shot. 

Senator Dantet. How long was it after your first shot before you did 
get the habit, or the addiction ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. Well, if you use it every day, I imagine in about 1 or 
2 months you could be addicted to it; if you use it continuously. 

Senator Dantet. I am asking you from your own experience? 

Mrs. Batriesse. How long did ]—— 

Senator Danre.. How long was it before you became addicted ? 

Mrs. Batrresse. I don’t know; about 2 or 3 months. 

Senator Dantev. After you became addicted to the heroin, how 
much did it cost you when you were taking it every day? About how 
much a day was your habit costing you ? 

Mrs. Bartresse. Well, I mean, if you have a large habit, it costs 
quite a lot, but if you have a small one, it doesn’t cost much—5 or 6 
dollars. 

Senator Dante.. I am just asking about yourself, how much did 
your habit get to costing you at the peak, when you were using the 
most of it? 

Mrs. Batrtesse. When I was using it? 

Senator Daniez. Yes. 

Mrs. Batriesse. Oh, I don’t know, about $20 or $30, something like 
that. I don’t quite remember way back there. I don’t remember what 
the prices were. It is according to what you use. I could not set no 
price on what the habit would cost. Maybe one day you have some 
money and the next day you don’t. ; 

Senator Danrex. Was it costing you as high as $20 to $25 a day 
at any time? 
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Mrs. Barrtesse. If you could get it you would buy it, yes, sir; if 
you could get the money you would buy it; if you don’t have the money 
you can’t. 

Senator Danret. Where were you working during that time? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. I was married. 

Senator Danre.. How were you getting the money to support your 
habit? Did your habit cause you to go into any type of law violations ¢ 

Mrs. Barrressr. No, not necessarily. I mean, I wouldn’t say nar- 
cotics made me break the law, or something like that. 

Senator Dantreu. Go ahead. 

Mrs. Barriesse. I wouldn’t say narcotics made me break the law. 

Senator Dante... Well, did you ever become involved with the law 
after starting on heroin ? 

Mrs. Batriesse. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. In what kind of offenses? 

Mrs. Barriessr. Just what was I picked up for? 

Senator Dante... No, no; just what you were convicted for. Were 
you ever convicted ¢ 

Mrs. Barrtesse. I was convicted once. 

Senator Dante.. For what? 

Mrs. Barriesse. Contributing to a minor. 

Senator Dante. When was that? 

Mrs. Barrtrsse. 1949. 

Senator Dante... Have you also been known as Dorothy Richardson ? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. Is that the name you were using in Philadelphia 
in 1937 % 

Mrs. Battressr. That is right. 

Senator DanreL. Were you living in Philadelphia until you moved 
to Chicago ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. No; I moved to Albany, I came from Albany here. 

Senator DanteLt. How long did you say you have been living in 
Chicago ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. About 7 or 8 years, something like that. 

Senator Daniev. Now, the first time you were ever convicted of any 
offense, what was that for? 

Mrs. Batrresse. They raided a party. 

Senator Danren. Yes. 

Mrs. Barriessr. I was at the party, so they locked me up, too. That 
is the first time I was ever arrested. 

Senator Dante... What kind of a party was it? 

Mrs. Bartriesse. Well, at that time they said it was a marihuana 
party. 

Senator Danre.. Was it? 

Mrs. Barriessp. I don’t know, they didn’t find any marihuanas, but 
that is what they had it down for. 

Senator Dante. And you were charged with contributing- 

Mrs. Barriesse. Not then. You said the first time I was arrested. 

Senator Dantev. The first time. 

Mrs. Barrtesse. That is the first time. It is right down there 
[indicating }. 

Senator DanreL. Were the people at that party using marihuana? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. I don’t know. The police said they had found some 
marihuana. 
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Senator Danie. Well, in 1938 you were convicted 

Mrs. Barriesse. That is the first time. 

Senator Dantev (continuing). Of possession and use of 

Mrs. Barrresse. That is what they said. 

Senator Danret. In New Jersey / 

Mrs. Barriesse. ‘That is right. 

Senator Danirei. And you were sentenced to the reformatory ! 

Mrs. Barrirsse. That is right. 

Senator Dantr.. For how many years? 

Mrs. bBarriesse. ‘Three. 

Senator Daniev. And did you serve that time? 

Mrs. Barriesse. Yes; I did. 

Senator DanreL. Were you paroled / 

Mrs. Barriesse. No; | wasn't. 

Senator Dante... In 1941 were you picked up for violation of parole 
and returned to the prison ? 

Mrs. Barrresse. Look I didn’t know I was paroled. They told me 
I was to get 3 years. I came out, I did the whole three. 1 wasn’t out 
but a week or something and they said I had violated my parole and 
they took me back. Then they released me again because it was a 
mistake. 

Senator Daniri. Then they picked you up again; didn’t they ¢ 

Mrs. Barriesse. That is right. 

Senator Dante. For violation of the narcotics laws again ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. When was that? 

Senator Dante.. In 1941. 

Mrs. Barriessr. You see, I have never been convicted, I have just 
been picked up and that is what they put against me, and once you get 
in trouble for narcotics, every time you get picked up they put the same 
thing on your p: on you don’t have to have no narcotics. 

Senator Danze. I don’t care about going into this 

Mrs. Barriessr. You might see a whole line of charges for narcotics, 
but I wasn’t with narcotics; once they pick you up “for narcotics, if 
they pick you up a thousand times again it is always narcotics, and it 
is not true. 

Senator Dantet. Haye you ever used heroin ¢ 

Mrs. Bartriesse. Sure, I have used heroin. 

Senator DanteL. Over how many years? 

Mrs. Barriesse. Up until I stopped, it was 8 years. 

Senator Danteu. Eight years / 

Mrs. Barrissse. Eight or nine pears, 

Senator DanieL. When did you stop 

Mrs. Barriesse. Well, I mean, I t en I wasn’t supposed to be 
asked whether I used narcotics now or not. 

Senator Dantex. I do not intend to ask you anything for which you 
could be convicted. 

Mrs. Barrresse. You said how long was I on it ? 

Senator Dante.. Yes. 

Mrs. Batrtesse. I don’t remember, because a couple of times,.like 
I told you, I was arrested a few times there and then I went to Lex- 
ington. 

Senator Danie. Allright. I want to get to that, but I would like to 
know how many years overall did you use heroin ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. Off and on, I would say 9 years. 
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Senator DanteL. About 9 years? 

Mrs. Barrresse. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrer. I am not asking you whether you are using it now, 
you understand. 

Then for 9 years, during that time about what would you say this 
habit cost you in the way of money? Give us some idea as to how 
high it ran. 

Mrs. Barrresse. It ran twenty, twenty-five, thirty, forty dollars, 
anything, but I couldn't get that kind of money. 

Senator Danie. Did you buy some of your heroin here in Chicago? 

Mrs. Barriesse. Did I buy some of it here ? 

Senator Danie. Yes. 

Mrs. Barrtessk. Sure. 

Senator Daniet. How many addicts, heroin addicts, other addicts 
lo you know here in Chicago, without naming them, how many do you 
know personally ? 

Mrs. Barrresse. I don’t personally know any, you know, that I 
would say I was really friendly with. 

Senator Dantrev. Lam not asking you that. 

Mrs. Barrressr. I am just saying that because I don’t associate with 
them. 

Senator Danter. About how many of them did you know before 
you-—— 

Mrs. Barrressr. I didn’t know any personally, but I knew that is 
what they were. 

senator Danret. About how many did you know yourself who 
were addicts / 

Mrs. Barrresse. I couldn’t give you the number of them. 

Senator Dante. About how many people did you know at the time 
you were buying narcotics here in Chicago, about how many did you 
know who were selling narcotics ? 

Mrs. Bartiesse. No, I didn’t. 

Senator Dante... About how many ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. About how many was selling it ? 

Senator DANtTEL. Yes. 

Mrs. Barriesse. Oh, I don’t know. 

Senator Dantet. Well, were there quite a few? 

Mrs. Barrresse. I don’t know that. 

Senator Danret. I am not going to ask you the names of those you 
bought it from. 

Mrs. Barriessr. I don’t even know who I bought it from. 

Senator Danret. Then it wouldn’t be any use to ask you the names. 
I am not going to ask you the names; I just wanted to know if you 
were buying from one person all during that time ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. Listen, when I was buying narcotics, that is, let 
me see, anybody might say it is narcotics, but it don’t have to be nar- 
coties. They might sell you anything. 

Senator Dantet. Iam not asking you about that. 

Mrs. Barrirssr. That is what I say, I don’t know how many was 
selling—— 

Senator Danrev. I am asking you how many people you bought 
narcotics from here at the same time or during the same year in 
Chicago: was it just one person that you bought it from, or were there 
a lot of peddlers or pushers ? 
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Mr. Barriesse. I didn’t buy it from a lot of peddlers and pushers, 
but I bought it from a few. 

Senator DANIEL. Tell us about your expel rence at the Federal Hos 
pital at Lexington. ng: you receive the cure there ¢ 

Mrs. Barrigesse. Yes, I did. 

Senator DANIEL. How long did you stay at Lexington ‘ 

Mrs. Barriesse. Well, whe n you go down there you volunteer, you 
can stay as long as you want to. 

Senator DANIEL. You do unless you go there by being sentenced 
Did you volunteer to take the treatment ¢ 

Mrs. Barriesse. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. How long did you stay there / 

Mrs. Barriesse. They keep vou five-twelve, for the cure 

Senator Danrev. What is that ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. They keep you 5 months and 12 days for the cure. 

Senator Danie. Did you stay the full time / 

Mrs. Barriesse. I did not stay the whole 5 months. 

Senator Dantet. When did you leave / 

Mrs. Barrigesse. I don’t know exactly how long I stayed, 1 don't 
know exactly in days. 

Senator Daniev. Did they tell you that you should stay the full 5 
months / 

Mrs. Barriesse. No, ho, that is up to you, but I had some sickness. 

Senator Danrex. | understand it is up to you. 

Mrs. Barriesse. I got a telegram that my mother was very sick. 
There is a statement out in Lexington on that. And they let me go 
for that. 

Senator Dante. But they told you, though, in order to get the full 
benefit of the treatment, you should st: ay for 5 months ¢ 

Mrs. Barrresse. They said I was retty well off, I was pretty well 
cured. They would have liked to have had me stay, but since my 
mother was very ill, they thought it would be best if I went home, and 
if I wanted to come back, I could. 

Senator Danret. Did you go back ? 

Mrs. Barrresse. No; I didn’t. 

Senator DanieL. W hat year was that? 

Mrs. Battiesse. 1953, I think, 1952 or 1953, around in there some- 
where. 

Senator Dantrex. 1952 or 1953? 

Mrs. Barriesse. I am not quite sure which one it was, it was right 
in there some place. 

Senator DanteL. How long after that was it before you went back 
to heroin ? 

Mrs. Barttesse. I stayed off it for quite a long time. 

Senator Danie. How long did you stay off after taking this cure? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. I don't know. it might have been a year, it might 
have been 8 months, I don’t remember. 

Senator Dantev. And then you started back using it again ¢ 

Mrs. Barriesse. When I first came out, yes, just now and then. 

Senator Dantrev. You started using it when you first came out of 
Lexington ? 

Mrs. Battiessrt. Not when I first came out, I said 8 or 9 months I 
stayed off, then I went back again. 
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Senator Dantet. I see. 

Mrs. Barriesse. And I messed around with it for maybe about a 
month or two, and then I left it alone. 

Senator Danre.. And you have not gone back to it? 

Mrs. Barrresse. I am trying not to. 

Senator Danre.. What this committee is interested in is what kind 
of trouble it gets people into. 

Mrs. Barrriesse. It gets you into a lot of trouble. 

Senator Dantet. What is that? 

Mrs. Barrresse. It gets you into a lot of trouble. 

Senator Danret. Do you wish to tell us your own experiences, and 
what it caused you, anything about it? I will say to you that we have 
had many addicts before this committee who tell us the whole story, 
and if you want to tell it to us we will be glad to have it, and if you 
don’t, just tell me so, and I won’t press you further. 

Mrs. Barrtesse. I hate to keep saying “you.” 

Senator Danret. What is that? 

Mrs. Barriesse. I said I didn’t know your name, I just hate to keep 
saying “you”. 

Senator DanteL. I am Senator Daniel. 

Mrs. Barrtesse. Senator Daniel? 

Senator DanreL. Yes. 

Mrs. Barriesse. Where were we at? 

Senator Dante. I had just told you that there were many addicts 
who wanted to be helpful to the committee and voluntarily tried to 
give us all the information as to the trouble its gets them into in the 
way of law violation that you would not otherwise have gotten into, 
and other information that gives us the true picture of the whole 
problem. If you would like to give us that, and if you would like 
to put something in this record that might help some other girl keep 
from getting into this trouble here is your opportunity to do so; if 
you don’t want to do it, I won’t press you further. 

Mrs. Barriesse. I have told a lot of people not to use narcotics. 
People use them because they want to use them. No one entices them. 
It might sound hard, I don’t know about a lot of the people that use it, 
but I know that the people that are using it, there don’t no one entice 
them to use them, they use them because they want to. 

Senator Dantex. It is mostly from association ? 

Mrs. Barrresse. I guess so. I guess if you hang out with them, 
naturally, that is what youdo. Idon’t know. Some people say that 
people just give it to you. They don’t give you nothing. If you 
want it, you will get it. There are people that are weaker, and, I don’t 
know, I wouldn’t know what to tell you. 

Senator Dante. It is mostly from association with people? 

Mrs. Barrresse. I would say that personally ; yes. 

Senator Dante. That is the way you got started ? 

Mrs. Barrresse. That is right, I would say that. 

Senator Dantet. What kind of trouble has heroin gotten you into, 
other than this arrest ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. I haven’t been in no other trouble. It caused me 
to lie to my parents a lot, that is all. 

Senator Dantex. Did it cause you to violate the law in order to main- 
tain your habit? 

Mrs. Barrresse. No. 
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Senator Danrev. Did it cause you to go into some kind of calling 
that otherwise you would not have gone into? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. No. 

Senator Danret. Who is your husband ¢ 

Mrs. Barriesse. Michale Battiesse. 

Senator Dantet. Is he here today? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. Yes; he is. 

Senator Dante... Has he been a narcotics addict in the past ? 

Mrs. Bartrresse. No; I don’t know nothing about that. He has 
never used narcotics so long as I have known him. 

Senator DanteL. Have you ever known him to sell narcotics 

Mrs. Barrressg. No; I haven't. 

Senator Danrev. In the last 2 years does it seem to you the most of 
the users of heroin are also trying to sell it here in Chicago? 

Mrs. Bartresse. I don’t know about that. 

Senator Danrev. Haven't you seen a lot of users of heroin also sell- 
ing it ¢ 

Mrs. Bartrressr. As I told you from the beginning, I don’t hang out 
with the addicts. I don’t hang around with them at all, no kind of 
way. 

Senator DanieL. Will you please tell me “Yes” or “No,” whether or 
not you told our investigator, Mr. Speer, when he interviewed you— 
Do you recognize the man to my left 

Mrs. Bartiesse. Yes; I recognize him. 

Senator Danrex. Did you talk with him when he interviewed you 
prior to this hearing? 

Mrs. Barrresst. He asked me a few questions, and I think I gave 
him a few answers. 

Senator Dantex. Tell me, “Yes” or “No,” whether or not you told 
Mr. Speer, “It seems that in the last 2 years every user is trying to sell 
heroin.” 

Mrs. Barrtessr. No; he has got—I told him, he asked me, and I am 
going to tell you just what he asked me, and I know what I told him. 
I didn’t say nothing like that. This is what I said, he asked me was 
narcotics flourishing in Chicago as much now as it was 4 years ago, 5 
years ago, and even 6 months ago. I told him, “No,” to my knowledge 
I didn’t think it was. I did not say that everybody that is using 
heroin is trying to sell it. 

Senator Dante. Let me read it back to you once more, and you 
understand the fact that since you are under oath 

Mrs. Barrresse. That is why I made that statement clear. I wasn’t 
under oath when I talked to him, but I know what I said. 

Senator Dantex. All right. Let me ask you over whether or not 
you told Mr. Speer, “In the last 2 years it seems that every user is 
trying to sell heroin” ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. No; I didn’t. He didn’t ask me if every user was 
selling heroin. He asked me what did I think would happen if they 
would make narcotics legal. 

Senator Danie. There were several others present when he was 
interviewing you; were there not? 

Mrs. Barrresse. That is right, there was five people present, and I 
didn’t say that the addicts, that the ones using it were selling it or 
trying to, because I don’t know who is trying to sell it. 
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Senator Dante.. Did you tell Mr. Speer, in the presence of these 
other men, the following: 


The heroin for the Negroes seems to be coming from the Italians 


Mrs. Barriesse. I said what ? 

Senator Danie... Just a minute, I haven’t finished yet, that- 

The heroin from the Negroes seems to be coming from the Italians, because the 
Italians are beating up the Negroes who don’t pay. Johnny Cage got beat up. 

Mrs. Barriesse. I didn’t say that. The question wasn’t put to me 
like that. 

Senator Daniet. What did you say that might have caused him to 
write this down ¢ 

Mrs. Barriesse. He said, “Aren’t the colored boys beating up the 
Italian ae when they come out South?” I said, “That isn't like I 
heard it. 1 don’t know personally, but I didn’t hear it that way. 

I said, ' heard it the opposite way. 

Senator Daniet. Where do you think this heroin is coming from 
for the Negroes ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. I don’t know. 

Senator Danret. You didn’t tell him that it seemed to be coming 
from the Italians? 

Mrs. Barrressr. No; I did not. He asked me were the colored 
fellows beating up the Italian boys when they came South for their 
money, and I said, “I heard the Italian boys were beating up the 
Negro boys.” That is what I heard. I told him I didn’t know 
whether it was true or not. He said, “Marie, what did you hear?” 
And that is what I told him. I didn’t put it that way. He might 
have it down that way, but I didn’t word it like that. 

Senator Dante... All right. Did you tell him that when working 
on 89th Street that you see 30 or 40 addicts each night 

Mrs. Barriesse. I didn’t say working. I said I have been down on 
39th Street, and he asked me would I know an addict if I saw one. 
If I said “No,” I would be lying. Anyone, they claim, can look at a 
person and tell they are an addict. 

Senator Dante... All right. Did you tell him you see 30 or 40 
addicts on 39th Street each night? 

Mrs. Barrtesse. The police were there, they said they see 30 or 40 
a night. 

Senator Danie... I am asking you whether or not you told Mr. 
Speer that ? 

Mrs. Barriesse. He asked me was it two or three hundred, some- 
thing like that, what would I say the amount of addicts was around 
there, and I told him I wouldn’t know, but you have got to see 30 or 40 
of them. 

Senator Daniet. Then did you tell him that ? 

Mrs. Bartriesse. Yes. 

Senator Daniex. That on 39th Street you would see that many each 
night ? 

rs. Barriesse. I said when I was down there. I don’t go there 
every night. 

Senator Danret. And did you say that 8 out of every 10 sporting 
girls are addicts? 

Mrs. Bartriesse. The majority of them. 

Senator Danirt. Is that true? 
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Mrs. Barrigsse. They Say they are. I mean, | don't know 

Senator Daniet. About how many sporting girl 
In Chicago ¢ 

Mrs. Barriesse. Well, I don’t know, | just know the girls down on 
the corner. 

Senator Daniev. Down on the corner ¢ 

Mrs. Barriessre. He asked me did | ever go down to 59th Street. 

Senator Daniet. Yes. How many prostitutes do you know here 
in Chicago, about, approximately ¢ 

Mrs. Barriesse. I wouldn't know if they were prostitutes or not, I 
know a lot of girls out on the street, | would not know how many. 
Personally, | would know 3 or 4, personally, just to talk to. I don't 
associate with them, Senator Daniel. 

Senator DanieL. Well, about how many of those are using heroin? 

Mrs. Barriesse. I wouldn't know, I couldi't definitely say if they 
were or not. I mean, maybe | or 2 of them. 

Senator Daniev. Did you tell Mr. Speer that about S out of 10 
sporting girls are addicts / 

Mrs. Barriesse. 1 told him—he said who do I think were the ad 
dicts ¢ He said, “Are any of the sporting girls addicts ¢ Are all of 
the sporting girls addicts!” I said, “No, not all of them,” but I 
mean, the average ones hustling are usually addicts, and they go out 
in the street to make the money to get that stuff with. 

Senator Danie... Just yes or no to this one, please, and you can 
explain it over again, if you want to: Did you tell Mr. Speer, in front 
of these officers, that 8 out of 10 of the sporting girls are addicts ? 

Mrs. Barrisesse. Yes, 1 told him that. 

Senator Dante... Is that true’ 

Mrs. Barriesse. The ones that I see are. 

Senator Dantev. All right. You may stand aside now for recall 
when we might need you back on the stand. 

Mr. Gasqur. Diana Marcus. 

Senator Daniet. You may stand and raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give to this 
subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. You may be seated. 
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Senator Danie... Will you state your name 

Miss Marcus. Diana Marcus. 

Senator DanteL. How do you spell it? 

Miss Marcus. The first name, you mean ¢ 

Senator Dante. Yes. 

Miss Marcus. D-i-a-n-a. 

Senator Danrev. And your last name? 

Miss Marcus. M-a-r-c-u-s. 

Senator Dantev. I will ask you this: As I understand it you have 
had the unfortunate experience of having been addicted to heroin? 

Miss Marcus. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. And as I understand it you are willing to coop- 
erate with this committee in its investigation, and give us first-hand 
experience and information that might be helpful to us; is that right ? 
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Miss Marcus. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. All right. Tell us where you lived when you be- 
came addicted to drugs. 

Miss Marcus. At the beginning it was in Detroit. 

Senator Daniev. Detroit, Mich. ? 

Miss Marcus. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie.. How did you happen to start and on what drug? 

Miss Marcus. I started on morphine from doctors. 

Senator DanteL. Were you a nurse? 

Miss Marcus. Yes, I was. 

Senator Danrev. A registered nurse? 

Miss Marcus. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniev. And just tell us how you happened to start using 
the morphine yourself. 

Miss Marcus. Well, I was drinking quite heavy at that time, and 
I was living with another girl, and when she had a hangover, she 
always called the doctor and got a shot from him. That would fix 
her up. So I did the same thing. 

Senator Dantet. Was it the doctor you were working for? 

Miss Marcus. No; it was a different doctor. 

Senator Danrev. Had you ever used marihuana or anything other 
than liquor before you started using morphine? 

Miss Marcus. No; I never used marihuana. 

Senator Dantez. Did you start using it simply to help you get over 
a hangover ? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Danret. And you went to the other doctor, instead of the 
one you worked for? 

Miss Marcus. Oh, sure. 

Senator Danie. Did you tell him why you wanted the morphine? 

Miss Marcus. No. 
Senator Danret. Well, did he give you a prescription, or did he 
just 

Miss Marcus. He gave the injection himself. 

Senator Dante. You didn’t tell him what you needed it for? 

Miss Marcus. No. He Just s said, “I will give you a shot, and you 
will feel better tomorrow. 

Senator Danret. How did you know that it was morphine? 

Miss Marcus. Well, I knew it w: after all, being a nurse, 
I knew what it was. 

Senator Daniet. You could identify it yourself? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Dante. As a registered nurse? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Daniet. How often did you take those shots of morphine? 

Miss Marcus. I started in probably about once a month. 

Senator Dante. Go on and tell us just exactly how your addiction 
began, and when it was you felt that you could not do without it? 

Miss Marcus. As time went on, it was twice a month, and pretty 
soon three times a month, and after a while it was once a day. 

Senator Danret. And where would you get your injections of 
morphine? 

Miss Marcus. I would get them from different doctors. 
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Senator Danie. This first doctor you got them from, what age 
were you at that time when you first got them ¢ 

Miss Marcus. I was around 18 or 19. 

Senator Dantet. When you started on the morphine? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Dantex. This doctor knew you were a young girl, the first 
doctor that gave it to you? 

Miss Marcus. Oh, sure. 

Senator Dante. About how many shots of morphine did he give 
you, and over what YS iod of time? 

Miss Marcus. Oh, I don’t know, quite a few times. Sometimes 
the doctors would get leery and they would say, “No; I don’t want 
to give you too many, because you will become addicted,” so I would 
try a different doctor. 

Senator Dante. Would you pass around from one doctor to another 
getting morphine? 

Miss Marcus. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. What would you tell them was wrong with you! 

Miss Marcus. Just drinking; had a hangover and was sick. 

Senator Danret. And they would give you the morphine just to 
help you get over your hangover / 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Dante. Did you tell them there was any pain anywhere / 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator DanreL. How many doctors would you say did that for you 
in Michigan ? 

Miss Marcus. Oh, I probably had a dozen different ones I could 
go to. 

Senator Dantet. Did the doctor you worked for ever do it ? 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator ne ao you ever steal any morphine from him / 

Miss Marcvs. No; he had it under lock and key. 

Senator Dame. But you found it pretty easy to get this morphine 
from other doctors ? 

Miss Marcus. Very easy. 

Senator Dante.. Just on the grounds that you had a hangover? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Danie... How long w: is it before you became addicted to 
where you had to have it every day ? 

Miss Marcus. Well, I don’t remember exactly, but when it got down 
to once a day, naturally you are addicted then. 

Senator Dantex. All right. Then did you start in on some other 
drug? 

Miss Marcus. After I came to Chicago here I started on heroin. 

Senator DanteL. What year did you come to Chicago? 

Miss Marcus. I came in 1946—I came back; I had been here before 
and left. I have been back now since 1946. 

Senator DanteL. What drug did you start using here in Chicago? 

Miss Marcus. I was using morphine at first here. 

Senator Dante... Were you able to get it from Chicago doctors? 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. On the same grounds you gave to the Michigan 
doctors? 
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Miss Marcus. No. This doctor giving it to me here knew I was 
addicted. 

Senator Danie. What / 

Miss Marcus. The doctor I was getting it from here knew I was 
addicted to it. 

Senator Daniev. He knew that you were a morphine addict ? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Danren. And he gave you the morphine shots ¢ 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Daniev. Has he ever been arrested or punished for that? 

Miss Marcus. He was investigated at one time, and his license was 
taken away for a year. 

Senator Dante.. Is he still practicing medicine here in Chicago? 

Miss Marcus. He is dead. 

Senator Daniev. And this doctor, knowing that you were an addict, 
sold you shots of morphine / 

Miss Marcus. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante.. At how mucha shot / 

Miss Marcus. Five dollars. 

Senator DanieL. How many shots did you take a day ? 

Miss Marcus. Two or three times. 

Senator DaNreL. So you were paying him anywhere from $10 to $15 
a day for shots of morphine? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Daniev. And he knew all the time that you were a morphine 
addict ? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Daniev. About when did you quit using morphine? 

Miss Marcus. After he died, then I got acquainted with somebody 
that switched me over to heroin. 

Senator Danret. And he died about what year ? 

Miss Marcvs. I think he died in 1948, if I am not mistaken. I am 
not sure about that now, it has been quite a while back. 

Senator DanreLt. Approximately, then, for around 2 years he took 
care of your habit ¢ 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator DanteL. And it was costing you, you were paying him 
from $10 to $15 a day ? 

Miss Marcus. That is right ; sometimes more. 

Senator Danrev. Did you have any kind of a job to make that much 
money 4 

Miss Marcus. Prostitution. 

Senator Danrev. Had you ever been a prostitute before you became 
a narcotics addict ? 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator DanreL. You mean before you ever used morphine ? 

Miss Marcvs. Yes. 

Senator Danie... At the time you were 18? 

Miss Marcus. I quit nursing and started prostituting. 

Senator Danteu. Let’s see if I have it correctly : Did you ever become 
or practice prostitution before you became addicted to morphine? 

Miss Marcus. Before I was addicted ? 

Senator Dantet. Yes. 
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Miss Marcus. I don’t know about that; it was during the time | 
had quit nursing, and I started oe 

Senator DanteL. You started prostitution 

Miss Marcus. I guess it was around the same time. 

Senator Danie., How old were you when you started prostitution ¢ 

Miss Marcus. About 19. 

Senator Danie.. You started using morphine when you were about 
18; isthat right / 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Dante. It was after you started using morphine, then, 
that you became a prostitute f 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator DANIEL. Did the cost of the morphine have anything to do 
with it / 

Miss Marcus. Yes, sure. 

Senator Danie. What did it have to do with it ¢ 

Miss Marcus. I had to have more money. After all, 1 couldn't 
afford it on my salary. 

Senator Danrev. Did this doctor know that you were a prostitute 
here in Chicago / 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. Did he know where you were getting this $10 
or $15 a day that you were paying him ¢ 

Miss Marcus. He knew it. 

Senator DanieL. How did he know it ¢ 

Miss Marcus. From conversation: talking. 

Senator Danie... Did you tell him ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Sure. 

Senator Danie.. You told him that you were a prostitute / 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Daniev. And that is how you were making the money / 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Daniev. Did you know any other doctors in Chicago who 
were selling dope to prostitutes, or to any other addicts ¢ 

Miss Marcus. There were a couple here. 

Senator Dantev. Two in addition ? 

Miss Marcus. There are two of them dead. 

Senator Danre.. Were there 3 in all, or 2 in all 

Miss Marcus. I knew a couple more. 

Senator Daniev. Is one still living ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Danie... Does he still sell dope to dope addicts ¢ 

Miss Marcus. No: I think he has clammed out now; shut down; he 
got seared. 

Senator Danier. How long has it been since he quit ¢ 

Miss Marcus. I haven’t seen him since about 1948 or 1949, something 
like that. 

Senator Danien. After the doctor who was taking care of your 
morphine habit died in 1948 or thereabouts, then you switched over 
to heroin ¢ 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Danie. In what area were you working as a prostitute / 

Miss Marcus. The North Side. 
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Senator Danrevt. Around 1200 north on Dearborn ? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Dante. About how many prostitutes do you know who 
are narcotic addicts here in Chicago? 

Miss Marcus. Well, I don’t know too many personally, just as I 
see them, you know. 

Senator Danrev. Well, just about in all, say during this year, how 
many have you seen, narcotic addicts, or prostitutes who are using 
some type of drug? 

Miss Marcus. I would hate to say, it would go up into the dozens 
I suppose. 

Senator Dantev. Just your estimate of it, about how many do you 
know personally ? 

Miss Marcus. Well, I don’t know what you mean by “personally”. 

Senator Danie. Well, that you have seen, that you know are pros- 
titutes, and you also know that they use heroin ? 

Miss Marcus. Oh, maybe 40 or 50. 

Senator DanieL. Are the majority of prostitutes that you know 
using heroin ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Yes or something. 

Senator Dante... What other drugs do they use here in Chicago? 

Miss Marcus. Well, I guess morphine and heroin, I guess that is 
about all. 

Senator Danie.. After you got on to heroin, how much did your 
habit get to costing you a di ay ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Sometimes I would spend $70 or $80 a day. 


Senator DanteL. Have you used $70 or $80 worth of heroin a day 
in any one di ly ¢ 


Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. What is your habit costing you now ? 

Miss Marcus. Forty dollars a day, fifty, sometimes, 

Senator Dantex. From $40 to $50 a day ? 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. Have you ever taken or attempted to take a cure? 

Miss Marcus. No; I never have. 

Senator Danie. Have you ever been to one of the Federal hos- 
pitals ? 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator DaNtEL. What is the quality of the heroin that you are 
buying in Chicago now ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Very poor, very bad. 

Senator Danrex. What is it costing? 

Miss Marcus. Oh, you can get a “sixteenth now for $12. It has 
come down from what it was. 

Senator Danret. About when did the price of heroin come down 
here in Chicago ? 

Miss Marcus. The last couple of months, between 2 and 3 months 
ago. 

Senator Dantet. Is it more plentiful during the last 2 or 3 months? 

Miss Marcus. No; I wouldn’t say so. 

Senator Danret. About how many peddlers or pushers of heroin 
do you know here in Chicago? 

Miss Marcus. Per sonally, or just what I know? 

Senator Dantet. Well, let’s say that you bought from? 
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Miss Marcus. Oh, I have bought from several different ones. 

Senator Danie. About how many! I am not at this time asking 
you to give any names. 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator Danrev. I am not going to require you to give the names, 
unless you, as a part of your story that you are willing to give this 
committee, wish to do so. 

Miss Marcus. I don’t care to give any names. 

Senator Danie... That was my understanding, that you probably 
would not want to give the names of any of the sellers, and when a 
witness cooperates with us, as you have done—you know, we could 
ask you to name them—but when a witness cooperates with us as 
you have done, we cooperate and do not ask for other information. 

But just without the names, give us something about the number 
of heroin — or sellers that you bought from in Chicago during 
this past ye 

Miss Marcus. Oh, I have bought from probably 10 different ones. 

Senator Dante. Is it pretty easy to buy heroin here in Chicago? 

Miss Marcus. Yes, very easy. 

Senator Danret. Where do you buy yours? 

Miss Marcus. Around the South Side. 

Senator DanteL. Just what do you mean, make that a little clearer 
to me. 

Miss Marcus. Around 39th Street. 

Senator Danie... What? 

Miss Marcus, 39th and Drexel. 

Senator Dante. You named some other street. What was that ’ 

Mr. Speer. 39th and Drexel. 

Senator Dante. Do you have the heroin brought to your room, or 
do you go out on the street and buy it? 

Miss Marcus. Either way. 

Senator Dantet. Either way? 

Miss Marcus. I usually.go out and get it. 

Senator Danrex. Can you call up on the phone and have it deliv- 
ered to you? 

Miss Marcus. Oh, sure, if you know the man well enough so that 
he will trust you well enough to bri ing it to you. 

Senator Danrev. But you usually buy it right out on the street? 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Do the peddlers have a certain hangout? 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator Dante.. Can you always find some of them on the street ? 

Miss Marcus. Oh, yes. 

Senator Danteu. Easily? 

Miss Marcus. I have always been able to, I know. 

Senator DanreL. Have you ever known any time in the last few 
years, since your habit has been costing you from $40 to $50 a day, 
when you had any trouble finding heroin? 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator Dantev. You never have? 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator DanreL. You would say, then, that it is plentiful? 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. And the price has gone down ? 
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Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Danre.. In recent months? 

Miss Marcus. Within the last 2 or 3 months. 

Senator Danie.. Have you ever noticed any peddlers of heroin— 
think back over it now—in the last few years have you noticed any 
of them come in here from other States / 

Miss Marcus. That is something I would not know, whether they 
come from other States or not. 

Senator Danrev. Have you ever noticed any addicts coming in from 
other States? 

Miss Marcus. I wouldn't know that, either. 

Senator Dante. Or prostitutes? 

Miss Marcus. I wouldn’t know whether they are from other States. 

Senator Danie. I thought some of them might have talked with 
you, and you might have found out where they have come from. 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator Dante. I will ask you, of the 10 pushers and peddlers you 
bought from during the last year, were they the same ones for several 
years, or did they seem to be new ? 

Miss Marcus. No; they were new ones. 

Senator Dantev. New ones? 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Danret. The police keep after them pretty strong, don’t 
they ? 

Miss Marcus. Yes, quite a bit. 

Senator Danie.. So, therefore, there is a constant changeover as 
to who is pushing ? 

Miss Marcus. When they get arrested and go to jail, naturally 
the new ones spring up. 

Senator Dantet. Do some of the old ones get back from out of jail 
and get back on the streets ? 
p 

Miss Marcus. Some of them do, I suppose. 

Senator Dante.. Well, you have been here a pretty good while. 

Miss Marcus. Some of them have. 

Senator Danret. You have been here since 1948, haven’t you? 

Miss Marcus. 1946. 

Senator Dante... I thought when you came here in 1946 that you 
used morphine for the first 2 years? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator DANIEL. So you “have been buying heroin since about 1948 ? 

Miss Marcus. 1948 or 1949, something like that. 

Senator DanieL. During that period ‘of time have you seen pushers 

r peddlers that you were buying from being arrested, and go off 
ia prison, and later come back and start all over again ? 

Miss Marcus. Let me think now. No: I think just about all of 
them that I knew at that time are still in prison. 

Senator Danre.. Let us take the 10 that you have been buying 
from this year. 

Miss Marcus. Those are all new ones; I didn’t know them before. 

Senator DanieL. Do you know if any of those 10 have been in 
prison before ¢ 

Miss Marcus. A couple of them, but I didn’t know them before 
they went to prison. 
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Senator Daniev. But a couple of the 10 did serve prison tertis 
for narcotics violations, and are now out and selling 
right ¢ 

Miss Marcus. That ts right. 

Senator Dantev. Do you buy heroin . . the “cap” here ¢ 

Miss Marcus. No: you can't find 1 by the cap too often 

Senator Danien. What do you cae it by ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Loose powder. 

Senator Daniev. And about what is the cost now ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Twelve dollars a sixteenth, a sixteenth of an ounce. 

Senator Danier. What was it back a few months ago, before the 
price dropped ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Fifteen dollars. 

Senator Danie. Have you known it to be higher than that here 
in Chicago? 

Miss ML arcUs. Yes; a couple of years ago it was $17.50. 

Senator DaniteL. Have you ever bought heroin in New York? 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator Danie. Or any other places, other than Chicago ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Just Chicago. 
Senator Dante. Do you Rave where this heroin is coming from ¢ 
Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator Daniev. Do you have any idea ¢ 

Miss Marcus. No; I don’t, not to say offhand, no. 

Senator DanieL. Do you know Marvin Moses, who was recently 
‘rested for the possession of 82 ounces of heroin ¢ 

Miss Marcus. I don’t know him personally; no. 

Senator Danret. Have you heard of him? 

Miss Marcus. I have heard of him, but I don’t know him. 

Senator Danie.. You don’t know him personally ¢ 

Miss Marcus. No. 

Senator Danie... Do you know Mickey Battiesse ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Have you ever bought heroin from him ¢ 

Miss Marcus. I don’t care to mention that. I don’t care to say 
Senator Daniet. Of course, there I am not asking you to name 
a person, I named a person and have asked you whether or not you 
have ever bought heroin from him, but if it was your understanding 
that you would not even be asked that question, where I did the nz uming 
of the person, I will respect your desire not to answer that question, 
simply because of the cooperation you have given this committee on 
the other matter. 

Now, which do you desire todo? Ihave named him—Mickey Bat 
tiesse—and I am asking you to say yes or no, whether you ever bought 
heroin from him. 

Miss Marcus. I don’t care to say that now. 

Senator Daniet. You prefer not to answer the question, under the 
understanding that you had with the investigator, Mr. Speer ? 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Danrex. All right. Do you know the previous witness, 
Marie Battiesse ? 

Miss Marcus. Yes; I know her. I saw her. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever use heroin with her? 


Miss Marcus. No. 
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Senator DanteL. Now, are most of the sellers that you buy from 
here in Chicago also addicts? 

Miss Marcus. Quite a few of them are. 

Senator Dantex. They use it themselves? 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. And are there any sellers, without naming them, 
on the South Side who are not addicts? 

Miss Marcus. I suppose there are. 

Senator Dante. Well, from your own knowledge, don’t you know 
that there are at least 1 or 2 of the biggest sellers who do not use 
it themselves ? 

Miss Marcus. Yes; I know a few that do not use it. 

Senator Dante. Now, over there where you buy, are most of those 
white people or colored ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Colored. 

Senator Dantev. Most of them, or all of them ? 

Miss Marcus. All of them. 

Senator Daniet. Out of the 10 you have been buying from this last 
year, are they all Negroes? 

Miss Marcus. They are all Negroes; yes. 

Senator Daniex. And where do you live? 

Miss Marcus. 4300 Drexel. 

Senator Daniet. Drexel ? 

Miss Marcus. Drexel Boulevard. 

Senator Danrtet. Is that on the South Side? 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator Daniet. Do you have any questions, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Gasqur. No questions. 

Senator Dante. Mr. Speer? 

Mr. SPEER. On the South Side do you know anyone who sells as 
much as 3 or 4 ounces a day 

Miss Marcus. Well, ie is something I couldn’t say; I wouldn't 
know how much they sell. 

Mr. Speer. According to your information, do you know peddlers 
of that caliber? 

Miss Marcus. I suppose so. I don’t know whether they do or not. 
I can’t say how much they sell. They don’t tell me that. 

Mr. Speer. That is all. 

Senator Danrex. Before I dismiss you, is there anything you would 
like to say on this record as a warning to other people about staying 
off of heroin or morphine? It caused you a lot of sorrow and a life 
of doing something } you would not have otherwise done, would you? 

Miss Marcus. No: if I had it to do over again I wouldn’t do it. 

Senator Danret. Would you warn young “people against starting 
what you did? 

Miss Marcus. It is not a good idea. 

Senator Dantet. Would you like to try to get off of the drug? 

Miss Marcus. Yes; I would. 

Senator Dantet. Have you ever tried ? 

Miss Marcus. No; I never tried. 

Senator Danie. Have you ever considered hospitalization ? 


Miss Marcus. Well, I have considered it quite a bit. It is the idea 
of going. 
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Senator Daniext. Do you think that free drugs would ever lick the 
problem? Some people have advocated setting up clinics and giving 
away free drugs. Do you think you would get off of it if you got it 
free ¢ 

Miss Marcus. I don’t think it would get anybody off it, but I think 
it is a good idea for the Government, like that article in the paper 
about giving addicts drugs, buying it under doctors’ prescriptions, I 
think it would be better than the way it is now. 

Senator Dante... It would be good for the addicts so far as money 
is concerned. 

Miss Marcus. It would stop all this heroin business and all that. 

Senator Dantex. It hasn’t in any place in the world where it has 
been tried. 

Miss Marcus. Has it ever been tried ? 

Senator Dante. Yes; it was tried in this country in the twenties; 
it was tried in Singapore, and it was tried in many countries of the 
world. It was tried right here in Chicago in the twenties, and instead 
of drying up the black market it increased it. You see, trying to main- 
tain the dosage of heroin users is not easy. A doctor at a free clinic, 
a Government clinic, you might say you ought to have this much, but 
rou build up a tolerance and you want more, and you go out on the 

lack market and buy more. Having used it and been through it, do 
you find at times that you feel like you want more if you could get it? 

Miss Marcus. At times. It is according to how your system is. 

Senator Dantet. You build up a tolerance and, therefore, you feel 
like you need more and more of the drug. 

Miss Marcus. Yes, but if you didn’t have it, you couldn’t take it. 

Senator Dantex. If you got a certain amount at the free clinics, and 

ou felt like you wanted more to supplement that, that would still 
lan a place for the black market, el n’t it? 

Miss Marcus. Well, I don’t think there would be very much black 
market, would there? 

Senator Dante.. There was everywhere this free system has been 
tried. But the main thing is, whenever free drugs were given like 
that, drug addiction increased everywhere it was tried because of the 
fact that they continued as addicts. They didn’t try to treat them, and 
they spread the addiction to their friends and families. 

Miss Marcus. I don’t think they would that way. 

Senator Danrex. I am telling you, we have heard hours of testi- 
mony on it where it was tried, and the evidence before this committee 
is that that is what happened; it has failed everywhere it was tried; 
there were more addicts instead of less. 

Don’t you find that addicts spread the addiction to other people? 
In other words, association with addicts causes it to spread, doesn’t it ? 

Miss Marcus. Well, toa small percentage, probably. 

Senator Dantex. Yes. Well, do you know very many addicts who 
just started out without being associated with others who use the 
drug? Who just started out on their own without ever seeing any- 
body else use it ? 

Miss Marcus. Well, medical addicts. There are a lot of those 
around, too, who got started in hospitals. 

Senator Dante. They are in the small minority. I am talking 
about any of the other addicts. 

Miss Marcus. No; I suppose it was through association. 
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Senator DanieL. From your own experience, you are a good 
example— 

Miss Marcus. Yes. 

Senator DANIEL (continuing). You knew a girl who was using it 
to get over a hangover, and you started using it because she did 
right ¢ 

Miss Marcus. That is right. 

Senator Dante... So, therefore, if we had addicts, thousands of 
them—some people say there are 7,000 of them in Chicago—so long 
as we have those addicts out on the streets, whether they are buying 
from the black market, or getting from a Federal dispensary, they 
would be associating with other people and spreading that addiction, 
wouldn’t they ¢ 

Miss Marcvs. I don’t think any more than what it is now. 

Senator Danie.. Well, if it was no more than what it is now, that 
is bad enough, isn’t it ¢ 

Miss Marcus. Yes, it is pretty bad. 

Senator Daniex. All right. That is all. Thank you very much. 

Sheriff Lohman. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give to this 
Subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Louman. I do. 

Senator Danret. You may be seated, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH D. LOHMAN, SHERIFF, COOK COUNTY, ILL. 


Senator Danret. Will you state your name and your official position ? 

Mr. Louman. Joseph D. Lohman, sheriff of Cook County. 

Senator DANIEL. And how long have you been sheriff ? 

Mr. Louman. Since December 6, 1954. 

Senator Dantet. Sheriff, I believe that you appeared before the 
Boggs committee last week ? 

Mr. Louman. No, I did not. 

Senator DanreL. Do you have a prepared statement 4 

Mr. Louman. No, I don’t, I do not have it written out, but I 
would like to make statement for the record. 

Senator Daniex. Would you rather do it in response to questions, or 
make your own statement and then we question you ? 

Mr. Louman. Well, it might work out either way. 

Senator Dantet. Suppose you proceed / 

Mr. Louman. All right. I thank you. I won't go into the matter 
of the statistics of the problem. I think that Lieutenant Healy and 
Commissioner O’Connor are in a position to present a quite adequate 
picture of that situation as it presents itself in Chicago, in this region. 

We have in the sheriff’s office a detail, which is part of our central 
investigation unit, which is concerned specific ally with the problem 
of narcotics as it appears in the county, and we have addressed that 
problem in the form of an attempt to dry up sources, for example, of 
marihuana as they might appear in the county, where it was actually 
cultivated. We have had a number of suc cesses in that respect, which 


have at least prevented materials from going into the market that 
might otherwise be there. 
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In addition to that, we have cooperated very closely with the C1 
cago department in dealing with it as a law-enforcement problem, 
as it relates to the citv of Chicago, because the relationship between 
the county, at large, and the city, is very clear in this respect. 

In addition to this we have, of course, the responsibil t\ for deal 
ing with those who are convicted under the misdemeanor laws, either 
as users Or poOssessors, and who are confined in the Cook Co int jarl, 
and I might say that it is largely with reference to that latter problem 
that I should like to submit my experience and information for the 
committee’s deliberations. | » 

But as a preliminary to that, | would like to say this: IT think if 
is of the utmost importance that we proceed with reference to a law 
enforcement and medical, social, psychological approach to this prob 
lem in terms of the knowledge which we already possess 

As a matter of fact, the attempt to solve the problem in purely 
law-enforcement terms would seem to me to be doomed to failure, 
just as the failure to recognize the necessity for addressing it in those 
terms would also be doomed to failure. 

For example, I don’t think it is ordinarily understood that the 
sense in which punishment, particularly severity of treatment with 
reference to persons who may be involved in the traflic, and certainly 
with reference to persons who are users, does not have the same 
psychological impact on persons involved in this unfortunate crim) 
nal practice, as it does in other areas. 

For example, a person who is a user is not deterred by the threat 
of the severity of punishment, or by any gestures in the direction of 
suggesting that his life be unhappy if he does not refrain from the 
use of the drug. 

As a matter of fact, the greatest fear which hangs over a person who 
is an addict, or a person marginal to addiction who—and this is some 
thing which must not be overlooked—unbeknown to himself is not 
yet addicted, but is at the mercy of the notions that he has acquired 
from association with persons who are addicted, which is to say he 
moves in the circle of addicts, the notions that he has about the horri 
ble consequences of the attempt to triumph over the drug by stopping, 
that is, the anticipation of withdrawal symptoms is perhaps a greater 
deterrent in the direction of his putting aside any disposition to 
abandon the practice than anything we can muster on the other side 
of the law. 

As a matter of fact, there is too little regard for this problem in 
law-enforcement circles, in police circles, and in the jail we have 
associated with the fact of law enforcement in the minds of the users. 
and of the addicts, the notion that there is an experience that, as an 
accompaniment of arrest and detention, will be visited upon them 
makes this something that they act against, and stand against. and 
develop an esprit de corps and morale concerning law enforcement 
which ceuld be put aside if, indeed, we were to organize our law-en- 
forcement apparatus and our jail custodial services in such a way as 
to give them a sense of confidence in triumphing over their habit or 
addiction. 

This is not the case currently with the jail system of the United 
States at large, and it is not the case currently with reference to 
police operations at large in the United States. — 
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As you pointed out, Mr. Chairman, so succinctly and keenly, the 
problem of addiction is one that involves three essential characters 
that must be taken into account on the law enforcement side in one 
instance and on the treatment side in the other, namely, there is the 
peculiar character of the addict, or the person who uses drugs, that 
that which he seeks to get from drugs does not remain at a constant 
quantum. He must, in order to get the kind of bang, the kind of 
stimulation, the kind of flight from reality which he is seeking, he 
must constantly build up the amount that he takes, because the toler- 
ances established within himself, physiologically will not be sufficient 
from day to day. He will build up a tolerance for what he is taking, 
and he will not get what he requires by simply accepting that toler- 
ance which has been established. There is the need for an increasing 
dose. 

Secondly, there is this fact of physical dependence, with its corre- 
sponding withdrawal symptoms, and as an adjunct of that, the psychic 
fear of withdrawal symptoms based upon a physical condition which 
we must take into account in dealing with persons in the clutches of 
peddlers or pusher. 

And then there is, of course, this pyschic or emotional dependence, 
this effort to escape from reality, this condition which exists amongst 
this class of individuals, in terms of which they seek release or relief, 
on the one hand, either from physical pain or psychological pain in 
the form of frustration, and this search after rehef of pain or emo- 
tional discomfort becomes a matter of concern to those of us who 
would like to triumph over this traffic. 

Now, so far as law enforcement is concerned, I am convinced, in the 
light of my experience as sheriff, and in my previous investigations 
with reference to law enforcement, as a student of the subject, that the 
weight of our influence and emphasis should be on the side of distin- 
guishing between those who push the traffic and those who become 
victimized by it. 

To be sure, there are those that play a double role, but those who 
play a double role require us to regard them as persons in these two 
senses, rather than in a single sense, and in this respect anything that 
moves in the direction of urging a greater security for the community 
by, if you please, giving maximum security to the community by the 
removal of persons from free association in the community to incar- 
cerated institutions, this is a protection for the community, and I think 
it is effective not from the standpoint of a deterrent effect, but from 
the standpoint of their unavailability for a time, for great periods of 
time, to indulge in the traffic, for the record shows that they do return 
to the traffic if they are free. 

In other words, I think society is fully justified in visiting long 
periods of incarceration on persons who are pushers or sellers, or in 
any way promote the traffic as such. We do not need to base it on the 
basis of deterrent or any other feature, but on the fact if they are 
away from the community, considering what they have given them- 
selves to, and the disregard of the welfare of the community which 
they exhibit in the extreme sense, we are justified in removing them 
from the community. 

On the other hand 





Senator DanteL. That would be even though they might be addicts 
themselves ? 
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Mr. Louman. Yes; because in that sense they have become some 
thing other than the addict. Now, to be sure, in their early stages 
as young persons, we might, by a provision of a program which ts 
designed to address their problems as addiction, rescue them from 
among the number who are recruited to sell for lack of any other way 
to support their habit. But this, 1 think, would exist only in the 
cases which were quite fresh and new. 

If a person is a user, a confirmed user, and has been a seller for a 
period of time, then the fact that he is addict, it seems to me, is 
secondary to the problem he presents to the community as a seller. 

Now, with reference to the physical dependence which persons who 
are addicted, or persons think about themselves when they are mar- 
ginal to it, and this adulteration of narcotic materials which charac 
terizes the present scene means that many people conceive of them- 
selves as an addict who perhaps in the mind of the confirmed addicts 
are really not addicts at all, that is, the fact that they can get along 
with what they get along with indicates that the physical depend- 
ence is not there in the degree in which they assume that it is. But 
that is as real as if it were in fact there. 

So I think it is of the utmost importance, and I would urge the 
Federal Government to use its resources to join with State and local 
communities in offering succor and some opportunity for recovery, 
some way of assuaging the consequences of attempting to withdraw, 
by setting up machinery in connection with law enforcement that gives 
the jail not this horrible name and character to persons who are 
arrested for violation of the law and as a consequence of it have suf- 
fered upon them this thing which is the worst possible thing in the 
book of the person who is addicted, or marginal to it. 

Let me give you an illustration of this. Some years ago we here 
in Cook County were alarmed by the increase in the number of indi- 
viduals who were using narcotics, the way it was being pushed. If 
anything, I suppose, since we must face this issue squarely, our dis- 
position js to understate the problem, rather than overstate it, and I 
say this not in any sense as a criticism of any aspect of law-enforce- 
ment apparatus here, for I do think, in fact, that a commendable job 
is being done by the Chicago Police Department, and particularly by 
the work of Lt. Joe Healy, who has been a Trojan in this respect, and 
who has worked very closely and carefully and cooperatively with the 
Federal authorities, as well as he has with us. 

But at the present time, for example, in the Cook County jail we 
have, if I may give you some figures, 172 inmates, or 15.8 percent of 
that inmate population in the Cook County jail who are there for 
conviction in connection with narcotic offenses, and this is a total of 
about 172 at the present time out of some 1,900 inmates in the institu- 
tion. Now, if I were to add to that another 250, of whom I am equally 
certain that whereas they were convicted not for the possession of or 
failure to register, or in possession of a syringe or needle, or sales of 
narcotics, or heroin specifically, or under the 2 State statutes which 
indicate a basis for conviction as misdemeanants, if we were to add to 
that those cases where individuals give evidence to us in the county 
jail of being in close association in their past with the practice of nar- 
cotiecs, we would have a figure of nearly or over 400 persons out of this 
inmate population of 1,900 and who, I say without qualification, do 
not belong in that institution. 
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It is not in the interest of the people of Cook County; it is not in 
the interest of law enforcement; it is not in the interest of any well- 
meaning and well-intentioned group with reference to the control 
of the narcotics problem, to conceive of the interests of the communit 
being served by the incarceration of these individuals in the C cm 
County jail. 

Senator DanreL. How many of them are there on straight narcotics 
charges ¢ . 

Mr. Louman. 172. 

Senator Danret. Now, those narcotics charges would be such as 
possession—— 

Mr. Louman. Failure to register. 

Senator Dantiex (continuing). Or possession of a syringe or needle? 

Mr. Louman., Or the sellers. 

Senator DanreL. That is 172? 

Mr. Louman. Yes. 

Senator Daniev. Then you think there are another 228 

Mr. Lonman. Coming to about 400, as a while. 

Senator Danie.t. About 228 who are in there for other offenses / 

Mr. LoHMAN. Yes. 

Senator Daniet. But who are also, you think, addicts? 

Mr. Louman. Users. Mind you, I don’t make that distinction to 
quibble here 

Senator Daniex. I understand. | 

Mr. Louman (continuing). But I do think there are a group of 
users who conceive of themselves in such terms that, although they do 
not have physical dependence to the extent that an addict has by deti- 
nition, that are just the same as that because of the conception they 
have of themselves. 

Senator Daniret. The 228, 1 am interested in that group. What 
type of offenses, roughly, would they be in there for / 

Mr. Louman. For, as Lieutenant Healy pointed out, shoplifting, 
burglary, robbery, and any number of other crimes where either this 
Is an accomp: iniment of the world and social groups with which they 
associate, or is an activity they resort to in “order to support their 
habits. 

Senator Danie. That is the group I don’t understand why you say 
should not be in jail. In other words, they have committed crimes, 
and the only difference between them and the others in your jail who 
have committed the same crimes, is that they are users of narcotics. 

Would you explain why you say that society is not served well by 
them being in jail ¢ 

Mr. Louman. A very considerable number of those, as you so well 
pointed out in your interrogations, are persons driven to this or make 
this adjustment because of the necessity to support their habit, or a ! 
notion they have about their habit. . 

As a matter of fact, this needs to be reported as an enormous racket, 
in the sense of a business, as well as the consequences for the indiv id- 
uals who are addicted, because these people are being exploited by . 
having stuff sold to them that isn’t even of the effect and power and . 
potential which they think, but in their minds it has that effect. Well 
now, I am saying that kind of person, who was driven to prostitution, 
or to theft or burglary, is a person who will be on the street, if he . 
were convicted for a misdemeanor in from 5 to 8 months again, and . 
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will pursue the line that brought him there in order to support that 
habit. So I think society's interest has not been served by merely 
carcerating him in the county jail. 

Senator Dantev. If he has been convicted of theft, why should he 
be treated differently because he is a narcotics user, than a man who 
stole the money to take care of his family / 

Mr. Louman. Because I am of the opinion that the weight of the 
law and the weight of intelligence that we can br ne toget he 
supporting the law should be thrown on the side of minimizing the 
return of people to crime in the future, and there is nothing in this 
type of incarceration which would dothat. 

I am not trying to suggest that he should escape the wrath or pou 
ishment of the law, but in connection with that, something should be 
done to anticipate the fact when this man goes out he will merely 
return to what he has done before, unless we work on him at this point 

Senator Danter. Do you know the figures before this committee, 
everywhere that a study has been made, | might say—there might be 
one exception—but everywhere that study on some addicts have been 
made, the evidence before this committee is that the majority of them 
were in crime, they had violated the law in some way, and they already 
had a record before they started using drugs ¢ 

Mr. Louman. Yes: Lamaware of that. 

Senator Dante. You are aware of that / 

Mr. Louman. Yes: but Lam also aware 

Senator DANIEL. So it is not the drug that drives the majority of 
these addicts to their addiction, I mean, at least, to their crime. I am 
startled by that. I would have thought that the addiction itself, and 
the need to get the money, would be the origination of the idea of get 
ting into crime. I am surprised to find that a majority of the drug 
addicts of this country were criminals before they ever started their 
addiction. Aren't you surprised at that / 

Mr. Lonman. No, : am not, because this has been something that I 
been living with for 25 vears, and I am familiar with that fact. 

Senator DANIEL. in I understand it, you have a background in 
criminology / 

Mr. Louman. Yes; that is right. 

Senator MAnteL. Before you were sheriff 

Mr. Lonman. That is right. 

Senator DANIEL. And you have made a considerable study of crime 
in general / 

Mr. Louman. That is right. 

Senator Dante. And its causes, and so forth / 

Mr. Louman. Yes, and in the community, studies in the community. 

Senator Dante. How do you account for the fact that a majority 
of the addicts, drug addicts, were in some type of crime before they 
became addicted / 

Mr. Lonman. Well, the point is, you get in persons who are in 
crime, shall I say development of tolerance with reference to viola 
tions of law. This is using a figure of speech from the drug world 
itself. You get in communities, ‘the disorganized communities of the 
city. whether there is a general disregard for law and an identification 
of oneself as one who lives on the other side of the law, a disposition 
to entertain and become involved in other related activities which are 
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on the other side of the law, and this is the record with reference to the 
narcotic racket. 

I don’t think, however, that we should underestimate this under 
mental principles, but the human animal, even though he may have 
started as an addict, the thing which is responsible for an addiction 
is not the same thing as that which is responsible for its continuation. 

The thing that is responsible for a person getting into crime is not 
necessarily ‘the same thing, or the same condition which is responsible 
for his continuation in a career of crime. That is why I am so much 
concerned with the way in which the apparatus of the law, the appara- ! 
tus of correction is organized, so that we do not unwittingly and 
unconsciously contribute to sustaining on this other side of ‘the law 
individuals that we might have some success in rescuing from it. : 

Senator Dante. Let me show you how far off Lam. I would say ) 
these 228 who were convicted of other crimes, other than direct nar- 
cotics violations, should not be excused, or should not be relieved of a . 
day of their sentences in our jails, because of the fact they happen to 
be narcotics users, because if they are, there is a premium that would 
be put on narcotics, narcotic users would say, “Don’t punish me, don’t 
hold me in jail, I am a narcoties user,” and when we took that into 
consideration, they would start hollering that in order to escape 
punishment, or to go to some soft hospital. 

Now, as I say, that is probably directly contrary to your beliefs. 

Mr. LoHMAN. No, it isn’t, Senator. 

Senator DanteL. Did you know they are already doing that? You 
know, some of the worst criminals, some of the people that have com- 
mitted some of the worst crimes in our country, go before the court 
and say, “Judge, I am a narcotics addict ; Judge, send me to the 
Lexington Hospital, or to Fort Worth,” knowing that things are 
easier there. It is a whole lot easier to serve time in one of these 
hospitals than it is to serve time in a Federal penitentiary. 

Mr. Lonman. Nothing I have said should be construed as suggestin 
that I think that a person who has stolen should not suffer the ful 
penalty of the law, as is provided in connection with theft. I am, 
however, adding to that picture the necessity for a concern on our 
part that if a person is involved in the drug rackets, that we use our 
understandings and knowledge about his “dilemma as a means of 
protecting society in the future by addressing that problem as well. 

That is all Iam saying. 

Senator DanieL. Where should the 228 be, if not in jail? ' 

Mr. Louaan. I am inclined to think that nearly all of the people 
convicted of narcotics use and sale should be in the penitentiary, 
insofar as they are violators of the law. The jail is not a place where 
they can either get the measure of punishment, on the one hand, or 
the measure of treatment from the standpoint of medical sociologic: al 
requirements either. It is Just the wrong place, in that sense. ) 

Senator Dantet. We are thinking in ‘the same channel on the 228, ! 
they probably ought to be in the penitentiary instead of in your jail? ? ) 

Mr. Louman. Right. 

Senator Danrev. Or if some of them are young addicts with any 
hope for treatment, give them some treatment ? 

Mr. LouMan. Definitely. 

Senator Dante... But the 172, go ahead with them. 
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Mr. Louman. That 172, I would hope, and this is what I meant by 
Federal assistance to States and munic ipalities, if we could center in 
local correctional institutions, and add to them, if you please, service 
in connection with the incarcerations which ts designed, to regard them 
for medical, sociological, and social problems that are there. At the 
same time they are suffering this loss of freedom. Then I think there 
is some measure for following through after they are released. This 
is not possible, nor are we given the appropriations or arrangements 
to do so when we keep people in the county jail. 

Senator Dante. I see. You are not able to give them any kind 
of mental or physical treatment in jail ? 

Mr. Louman. Nor are we given the resources, appropriation, or 
personnel, or anything like that. 

Senator Daniex. Your point is, while you have these people confined 
off the street—as I understand you, you think we ought to get the 
addicts and users off the street / 

Mr. Louman. Definitely. 

Senator Danrex. And while you have them confined that you ought 
to be doing something toward a treatment, if at all possible? 

Mr. Louman. May I suggest something that is particularly impor- 
tant in my mind in that respect? One of the findings, I am sure, 
of your investigations, as it has been the experience of those of us 
that have studied these rackets of narcotics, has been the sense in which 
there has been a community of kind and interest, the gravitation of 
one to the other, and the sense in which the user says to another person 
whom he invites into his world, which is not known to the stranger, 
“Come to me; won’t you come to me.” This figure of speech, so to 
speak, is much more significant and important to people i in that world 
than it is to those of us who are foreigners and aliens to it. 

There is a community, there isa world, involvi ing not only where you 
get the stuff, so that you can establish contact and secur ity in it, but 
also the sense in which there is this feeling of inferiority, and the 
necessity to compensate for their condition and circumstances, — as 
a result of that establish an inner air of superiority, “We are better 
than the others, we are on the in, we are better than the others, we are 
this,” which is so compensate for the feeling of inferiority in which 
society looks down upon them. 

By the same token, I think those of us who have studied this subject 
and who are involved in law enforcement, should attempt to create a 
community of interest on the part of those who are willing to volun- 

tarily join together to throw the habit, not to deal with them as indi- 
viduals, but to create a community of persons interested 1 in therapy. 

I think the lessons we have learned from the work of Alcoholics 
Anonymous in that respect, and the gestures made recently on the part 
of Narcotics Anonymous, are things we should give impetus to and en- 
couragement to, and I am hopeful on a voluntary basis, which is the 
only resource I have at the moment, and I am taking steps to organize 
such a tier, if you please, a community of interest on the part of those 
who understand the circumstances and want to do something for them- 
selves to set against this community of those who persist in and take 
comfort in their addiction. 

Senator Dantev. I certainly hope you will be successful in that. I 
will agree with you that on your narcotics users, or addicts, especially 
the first offenders, that we certainly ought to try to save them, give 
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them some type of treatment, or therapy, something to save them from 
this. It is possible that Narcotics Anonymous would help. 

The thing that discourages me so much is, though, that if they ever 
once get on heroin they just seem to be gone. 1 think the treatment 
record runs around 10 percent, and they can’t be sure of 10 percent 
of those who have stayed off, and actually that 10 percent, probably, 
if they had simply been gotten off it for a good period of time, might 
have stayed off anyway, because they had the mental attitude it took 
tostay off. 

What are we going todo? In Lexington there are some who have 
been returned for as many as 30 times to the Federal hospital, and the 
doctors say that they are hopeless. Have you ever thought about that ? 

Mr. Louman. Yes; I have. 

Senator Danre.. What are we going to do with those who are abso- 
lutely hopeless? We don’t want them back on the streets, where they 
can be the pawns of these peddlers again. Do you think it would be 
humane to have some kind of farm or some kind of a colony in whic h 
these people could be kept and isolated for their own and society’s 
good ¢ 

Mr. Louman. Well, Senator, there are two thoughts I have in con- 
nection with this. I have given this problem considerable thought. 
One is, I think, not withstanding the failures and lack of successes, we 
should continue to search for experimentally and through such enter- 
prises as the Lexington Hospital, and the hospital in Texas to look 
for solutions. I do not think in this area, any more than any other 
where there is a notion of a medical solution, or of a psychological 
solution, that we can assume that the knowledge we have will never be 
extended, and so we should use these people as case material, because 
they know we are working with them, for them, and through them to 
get ultimate solutions, and I think more and more encouragement in 
that direction, on the basis of finding a solution, should go forward. 

Secondly, as long as these people : are in touch with us and working 
under our direction, we are minimizing in some degree the extent to 
which they move in the circle of this other world and this, I think, is 
important, not from the standpoint of the salvation of these individ- 
uals so much as if we minimize the opportunity they have for corrupt- 
ing others and bringing them into the circle of that influence. 

So I think of this in terms of a secondary ac complishment. I am 
hopeful we will continue to work, as we are, with the idea in mind that 
we will perhaps this way, and this way alone, find solutions to these 
problems and, secondly, as we work with them, as we keep them out of 
the circle, the addict world in the community, for a time they are with 
us. In that time, at least, we know they are not consistently and 
fortuitously and somewhat purposefully, from time to time, bring- 
ing others to them, as I have used the phrase before. 

Senator Daniet. Do you happen to know Sheriff Gleason of Oak- 
land, Calif. 4 

Mr. Louman. I have corresponded with him. 

Senator Dante. You know about his Santa Rita project, I suppose ? 

Mr. Louman. I just know of it. 

Senator Dantet. We just left San Francisco, and he testified about 
it. He had the same idea you did, to this extent, that he ought to 
have some way of giving these people treatment, those for whom there 
might be some hope, and also keeping them off ‘the streets for a good 
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period of time, so he set up in some old Army barracks a project whe! 
will take care of 1.500 people at one time. He is sending alcoholes 
and narcotic addicts there, and they have a few doctors, and sixty 
some-odd personnel to take care of 1,500 people. 


He has it worked out where he can take care of the inmates at > 


per day. They work on the farms and around the dairy cattle, and so 
forth, and help produce their own food 

So I would just like to cite that and lis project to you, and he had 
to go like you are doing—voluntarily. The Governor of California 


vetoed the bill that would have given him enough money to actually 
run this project right. 

Mr. Louman. We had the same experience here. We had a bill 
introduced which would have made it possible for the county jail to 
have some facilities, and it was vetoed on the score that it was dis 
tinctly a local problem, from which I vigorously dissent; this is not 
a local problem. 

Senator Danret. How much was your amount here ‘ 

Mr. Louman. It was to set up what amounts to a clinical situation 
It wasn’t very large. I think the figure was around $50,000, to give 
us the facilities for at least coping with withdrawal symptoms in th 
county jail, and beginning to give psychological therapy. 

Senator Dante. I think the appropriation asked for in California 
was $75,000. Anyway, Sheriff Gleason has gone on and ts setting up 
his project there the best he can. He is still going to be slowed down 
like you, on account of not having enough funds. I thought you might 
want to be in touch with each other. 

Mr. Lonman. I am very glad to learn of that. 

Senator DanireL. We appreciate your testimony before this commit 
tee. Iam just wondering if, after you have done all you can for these 
people—the narcotic addicts—I am just wondering about those who 

cannot be helped. I am like you, I don’t want to give it up, but as 
Sua as this Federal clinic idea advocated by some doctors in New York, 
I don’t suppose you are for giving free drugs, are you‘ 

Mr. Lonman. No, I am not. 

Senator Daniev. It seems to me that it would really be throwing 
up our hands and saying, “The jig is up, we can’t lick this preblem, 
we will keep them narcotic addicts the rest of their lives,” and they 
will just spread it to their friends, and the black market has never 
been eliminated where that was tried. So I am with you, I don’t 
think we ought to give this problem up. Medical science certainly 
ought to be able to find a way in helping us conquer the heroin addic 
tion, and we ought to keep on trying and working until we do con- 
quer it, although in order to keep it from getting worse | believe 
we need to get these addicts off the streets, for their own good and 
for the good of society. 

And I say this, even if you have to sit over there in jail without any 
treatment, as inhumane as it might seem to some people, I think when 
you look at the overall good to soc lety, it would be better for this 
172 to be in your jail without any treatment, than for them to be out 
feeding money to these peddlers and spreading their addiction to 
friends of members of their families; but I will go further with you 
and say it is a shame, while you have them in jail, it is a shame we 
don’t have a treatment for them at the time we se parate them from 
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society. I guess you won't go with me, maybe, on one of my state- 
ments. 

Mr. Louman. Well, it seems to me we just don’t necessarily have to 
take that view. It isn’t as if we were, of necessity, forced to keep 
them and do nothing about it. It seems to me that for a nominal sum 
we could do something about it. 

Senator Dantet. While we have them in confinement ? 

Mr. Louman. Yes. 

Senator Danie.. But you do think they ought to be off the streets, 
one way or the other / 

Mr. Louman. Yes, there ought to be a controlled program of con- 
tact with addicts and users, corresponding to that which they establish 
for themselves, and which they will establish for themselves, which 
is to perpetuate the racket. That means when we have them in cus- 
tody, we are taking them directly away from the problem, and we keep 
them under surveillance through clinic procedure, outpatient pro- 
cedures, when they are released from custody. 

Senator DanreL. Has it been your experience that narcotic addic- 
tion is sort of like a contagious disease, that addicts spread it to their 
associates / 

Mr. Louman. Very definitely, with one added factor, it is worse 
than a contagious disease, the bugs and germs move out of one organism 
to the other, because it is the nature of the bugs, but in the case of 
this, what moves from one man to another has the added impetus of 
the person himself who is addicted, which is to create for himself a 
community of comfort and interest on the part of others, so he gives 
purpose to this transmission, which you do not have in disease. 

Senator Dante. Is that why you think so often addicts spread 
the addiction to other members of their family, people they really 
would not want to be hurting, but still they sprea it! 

I know we found one mother spreading it to every child, and even 
to the in-laws, all the in-laws in a family of about six children. 

Mr. Lonman. I think that is fully as important, and perhaps more 
important than the notion that it 1s only spread because people are 
getting hooked. 

Senator Danre,. And in New York we had three people before us 
where one 24-year-old boy got on it, he sat in one chair there, and in 
the next chair was his wife, 20 years old, who went into prostitution 
to take care of his addiction, and finally got addicted herself, and 
then in another chair her 17-year-old brother. They all lived together, 
and it spread from husband to wife, and then to the 17-year-old 
brother. They were not trying to hurt each other by it, but I suppose 
misery loves company, or ‘else the feeling from heroin users is they 

want to see others have it with them. 

Mr. Louman. Well, it is this notion, and this goes back to the 
question you are raising about why it is that these people involved in 
crime would resort to this sort of thing more easily than others. The 
fact of the matter is that psychologically the person who is a user is 
emotionally dependent—I mean he has problems, he may have misery, 
he may be involved in a disorganized life, and may have some shame 
about it, and it permits him ‘to triumph as an individual over that 
way in which he regards himself, and escape from it and give him 
a new strength, an artificial strength, and the drug is there to do it, 
and he offers this to others who are in misery, so to speak, who want 
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to be relieved of their frustration and insecurity, and it gives them 
the promise that this will not be when they have it, and, of course, 
they are trapped. 

Senator Danre.. Thank you very much, Sheriff. We certainly 
appreciate your °c e before this committee and giving us your 
experience on enforcement matters. Now, the city of Chicago does 
not cover the whole county, does it ¢ 

Mr. Lonman. No. 

Senator Daniet. About how much area in population do you have 
compared to the city ¢ 

Mr. Louman. Well, actually, the sheriff, of course, operates in the 
county as a whole, but s have the incorporated areas where the 
primary responsibility is faced up to by the local police departments. 
rhe county has about 940 square miles in it, and about 450 of those 
are unincorporated areas outside of Chicago. 

Senator Dawei: Do you have a narcotics enforcement squad in 
that area, the unincorpor ated area / 

Mr. Louman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante... How many are on your squad ¢ 

Mr. Louman. We have six, but you must remember now, all of the 
police departments of the county, ‘and all of the units within the in 
corporated cities exercise the 1 ‘esponsibility for narcotics enforcement. 

Senator Danret. And you leave it to the police departments within 
the incorporated cities to exercise the responsibilities for narcotics 
enforcement / 

Mr. Louman. Yes; and we cooperate with them in those instances 
where a problem comes to our attention that usually, as I have sug 
gested earlier, flows back into one of these incorpor ated areas, which 
is really the scene inside which the traffic and the whole business is 
located. 

Senator Dante.. Now, do those six men devote their time wholly 
to narcotics ¢ 

Mr. Louman. Predominantly tothat. There are other assignments 
that they get. 

Senator Danie,. What do you call them, a vice squad, or narcotics 
squad ¢ 

Mr. Louman. No, sir; they are part of the major investigation unit, 
and Sergeant Russell is the man who has the m: ior preoccupation 
with that, heading that six-man group inside the major investigation 
unit. 

Senator Dante. I suppose most of your traffic is centered in your 
incorporated cities 

Mr. Louman. Yes. Asa matter of fact, the traffic that we encoun- 
ter that is of any significance turns out to be in one of the smaller 
incorporated areas. The nature of the traffic is not such that it focuses 
on the unincorporated region. 

Senator Daniet. That is right, I think that is true all over the coun- 
try, you have 85 percent of the narcotics traffic in this country centered 
in about 45 cities. Now, what is the area where you find the most 
traffic in the county, the incorporated smaller areas ¢ 

Mr. Louman. We found one area to the south that has exhibited 
some special problem, the little community of Robbins which, of 
course, is in close contact with the Negro South Side of Chicago, and 
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probably that is responsible for the fashion in which it has been the 
focus of attention for us, and we have worked very closely with those 
authorities, and on our own, as well. 

Senator Dantev. Is the major portion of your narcotics problem 
centered in any portion of the population’ I mean by that, you keep 
talking about the South Side. What is the situation 4 

Mr. Louman. I would say the incidence of it is primarily concen- 
trated into the cover of Negro communities at the present time, and 
spreads out from it. 

Senator Daniev. A large percentage ! 

Mr. Louman. Yes. 

Senator Danie. You are a criminologist, and I would like to have 
you explain it to me. They tell us down South we treat our Negro 
citizens not as well as we should, and I am sure in some things that is 
true, but I was startled to find when I was in New York, and Wash- 
ington first, and Philadelphia, I found 85 to 90 percent of the narcotic 
traflic among the Negro population, and here I find a majority of it. 

Down in my own State, and other Southern States, and Western 
States, I find that the Negroes are in the minority. The white people 
are the majority of the users and traffickers. 

I was really startled to find the first time in my own State, in one 
city, the capital city, where there is a large Negro population, that 
they accounted for only about 20 percent “of the narcotic addiction 
in the city ; the whites accounted for a much greater percentage. Now, 
figure that one out for me. Why is it that you have a greater per- 
centage of narcotic traffic? Before I leave here, could you give me 
any help on it é 

Mr. Louman. I would be glad to talk with you about that. 

ee DanieL. In the South, where the Negro population is as 
large, or larger—of course, I attribute it to the fact we have got good 
nena citizens, but I know you must have a lot of good ones, too, but 
think that one over for me. I would like to know who gets the credit 
for that. Thank you very much. 

We will stand in recess, but first, there are some witnesses who did 
not answer. Lila Leeds. 

Miss Leeps. Present. 

Senator Danrev. Will you come up here just a minute’ 

Vivian Peters. 

Miss Perers. Present. 

Senator Dante.. Richard Brown? 

Mrs. Brown. I am Richard Brown's wife. There is an indictment 
for him, and he won't come in to testify. He has been advised by his 
lawyers not to come in, because of an indictment. 

Senator DanteL. You are Ruth Brown ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes; Ruth Brown. 

Senator Dantet. He is not appearing. Is he out somewhere, or at 
home ¢ 

Mrs. Brown. He is at work. However, his lawyer will have him 
come, if you say he must. 

Senator Dantex. Is his lawyer present ? 

Mrs. Brown. No; he is not. 

Senator Danie... He was subpenaed just like you were. 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 
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Senator Daniet. Well. you get word to him 1 ohit quis kly that if he 
is not here this afternoon he is liable to a « tation for contemp 
United States Senate, and lam sure that his attorney will te I i 
same thing, will verify that, so he had better be in here this afternoon 

Joseph Calhoun. (No answer.) 

Jesse Alexander. 

Mr. ALeExaNnper. Right here. 

Senator Daniev. And Robert Yablon. 

Mr. Yasuon. Here. 

Senator Dantie.. Resnick, Stancil, Diana Marcus, Marie Battiesse 
is here. Michael Battiesse. 

A VOICE. He wis here, I guess they will be bac k this afternoon. 

Senator DANIEL. Richard Robinson. Joe Bruno has answered, Is 
J. Friedman here / 

Mr. FriepMan. Here. 

Senator Danie. I am told that Michael Battiesse is here. 

Is Joseph Calhoun here? If anybody knows him 

Mr. Heary. I know him. | Laughter. | 

Senator Danieut. Well, if you have a way to get word to him, tell 
him what the situation is, that he had better be here this afternoon. 

We will stand in recess until 2: 30 this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 1 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene at 
2:30 p. m. of the same day.) 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1955 


Unrrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON NARCOTICS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Chicago, 11. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 2: 45 p. m., in room 224, 
United States Courthouse, 219 South Clark Street, Chicago, LIl., 
Senator Price Daniel (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator Daniel. 

Also present: Congressman Thomas O’Brien; C. Aubrey Gasque, 
general counsel; and W. L. Speer, committee investigator. Edward 
Kelly, representative of Senator Douglas; and Mr. Robert Tieken, 
United States attorney. 

Senator Dante.. Lt. Joe Healy, will you bring along your assistant 
on the records. 


TESTIMONY OF LT. JOSEPH J. HEALY, NARCOTICS BUREAU, CHI- 
CAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT, ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN DEARHAM, 
POLICE OFFICER 


Senator Danteu. I do not believe that he has been sworn. 

What is your assistant’s name? 

Mr. DearHam. John Dearham. 

Senator Dante. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give to this subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ¢ 

Mr. Dearnam. I do. 

Senator DanteL. Will you give your name and official position 

Mr. Dearnam. Tama police officer assigned to the Narcotic Bureau. 
My name is John Dearham, D-e-a-r-h-a-m. 

Senator Danie. Now, Lieutenant Healy, before lunch we were 
going over this matter of: some accurate estimate of narcotic addicts in 
the city of Chicago, and during the lunch hour we have gone over the 
figures. 

“What would you say now as to your estimate there from 8,000 to 
10,000? What do you think would be an accurate estimate or the best 
estimate possible of the number of addicts within the c ity ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Around 8,000 from our records, but I am not 

saying that we still have 8,000 in Chicago. 


Senator Daniet. Some of them may have gone off to jail or the 
hospital ? 
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Lieutenant Hearty. I know there are about a thousand down in 
Joliet, and the county jail is loaded as is the house of correction. 

Senator Dante.. Yes. 

Lieutenant Hearty. That figure I gave you goes back to 1950. 

Senator DANIEL. Yes. 

Lieutenant Hearty. And a lot of these addicts have left Chicago and 
gone elsewhere. 

Senator Danre.. Yes. Then a certain number of those, too, also are 
marihuana addicts or users instead of heroin; is that correct ¢ 

Lieutenant Heary. That is right, we figure around 1,500 on mari- 
huana. 

Senator DanteL. Well, now, according to the reports to the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics, they show from Illinois that 577 have been 
reported for harihuana out of your seven thousand three hundred-and- 
some-odd addicts from Chicago whose names have been actually 
reported. With that in mind, I am wondering if you figure that 
marihuana users are that high, as high as 1,500. 

Lieutenant Hearty. I do; that is the breakdown we made from our 
records. 

Senator Dantet. And it ran to about 1,500. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Around about 1,500, is that right, Joe 

Mr. Drarnam. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. Taking that 1,500 away from your 8,000 would 
leave you about 6500 addicts to opiates; is that right? Morphine, 
heroin, and so forth? 

Lieutenant Hany. Morphine, dilaudid, cocaine. 

Senator Daniev. Most of the number, I presume, are addicted to 
heroin; is that right? 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. I guess about—-What percent of 
our cases are heroin? Most of our cases are heroin and marihuana. 

Now, for the year 1954 we filed 1,157 charges of possession and sale 
of narcotics. Now here is a breakdown: 

For heroin we had 816 cases; for dolophine, 5; morphine, 5; dilaudid, 
10; barbiturates, 6; cocaine, 3; and marihuana, 312 cases. 

Senator DanteL. That was eight hundred-and-some-odd heroin out 
of 1,000 how many? 

Lieutenant Heary. 1,157. 

Senator Daniev. Now, then, did you have some supplementary 
figures there ? 

Lieutenant Heaty. Well, it is just a percentage. In 1958 there were 
1,568 charges of sale and possession of heroin. 

Senator DanteL. You mean what year? 

Lieutenant Hraty. That is last year, 1954; and 300 charges of 
marihuana; heroin comprised 70 percent, and marihuana 27 percent 
of our cases. 

Senator Dante. That is for last year? 

Lieutenant Hraty. Yes; and on morphine, dilaudid, and dolophine, 
they make up the remaining 2 percent. 

Senator Dantev. Now, do we have those statistics, the paper you are 
reading from, in the record yet? 

Lieutenant Hratry. I believe I gave you a copy at lunch hour. 

Senator Dante... Let me be sure that we have the right one. 
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Now, I believe you sent up annual reports of the Narcotic Bureau of 
the Chicago Police Department for 1952, 1953, and 1954, is that 
correct ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danirer. These will be made a part of the record in the 
record at this point. 

The reports above referred to are as follow :) 

DETECTIVE DIVISION, 
January 1, 1955 
From : Chief of detectives. 
To: Commissioner of police. 
Subject: Annual report of the narcotic bureau, year of 1954. 
Report of : Lt. Joseph J. Healy, in charge, narcotic bureau. 


1. Listed below is the number of persons processed through the narcotic 
bureau during the year of 1954 and the charges placed against them 


i ee ee a ee 194 
i as Os i a ii iscsi catasiictncniieic ccna ae 063 
TE Dee a ic tic ctsnsncianeivtee imi tcniprinartelaecnpll deadliest 21 
I eee i Fei, Rn eases ences tiein ses inemegrsemn ebetabal ete bie a ee 153 
ee racer ntitortacacs aetna daca inal 30 
ee ris oa sp cheatin ie cis cases iene Sch nla epee amaadaall _._ 5, 361 
IL, aig em I NN cece cela ese crai deine ealaa i 48 
Oa Nn eas shisha es alas lanl 65 
I Cee a a a ee ee ee 2, 128 


URIS Or DON ce ieee 7, 639 


2. Listed below is the above number of persons grouped as to sex and color: 


Male (colored) -_---~ _._ 5,335! Other: 
Vemale (colored) ....._........ 1, 26 Male sai , aaa 242 
Ree ‘(Wee ee GODS | Female : 
Female (white) ..._.__--- we 147 
3. Listed below is the above number of persons grouped as to age: 

Number Number 
PRE DG cin isaenacricegenicihtaecaa ui 95 Age 31 to 3$5_-_- = ‘ 776 
PI Bist ais macht makes cea 196 | Age 36 to 40- eee 349 
ROE rated echsce ties ceteris a 301 | Age 41 to 45 ee 177 
PN eis cnt Sica nisiiatignaeiaeaiae 362 | Age 46 to 50_______ a : 77 
Age 21 to 26... - uid oan 3, 052 | Age 51 and over______- 105 
C.F ee eee eee 2, 149 


4. Listed below is the number of offenses committed or suspected of being 
committed in connection with narcotics in which the equal number of persons were 
involved: 


ee athens 71| Con game- : = 27 
i iach cemes teats 368 | Checks (fraud) —__ ~~~ is 112 
PU GG i sicitcitiiicceserrcccteen 48 | Contributing to delinquency 10 
Larceny from auto____-__--__- 350 | Rape____-_ an iar Race 4 
I isis siti isteach a iil 445 | Murder investigation__._________ 20 
Attempted larceny____-__----- a i FINE, 00 Rh eicecccrincnaanls 9 
Receiving stolen property__—--__ 19} Arson einai aialies 1 
aa : 257 | Bribery__- wanlsansd 1 
Attempted burglary_______-__-__ 20 | Prostitution__ 136 
Assanit...... iia ies: scale aici naaunsaabeaasain 2 wae 
Assault with deadly weapon__-_-_- 15 Total__ ee 
ger 313 
Attempted robbery_______.______ 7 
Carrying concealed weapons: 

era eee ce ba dite 47 

I tei cae ch enaiaaccdaee 92 

PATA in, colitis 3 


71515—56—pt. 9——-5 
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5. Known narcotic peddlers arrested : 426. 


6. There were 1,157 charges of possession and/or sale of narcotics distributed 
as follows: 


RN il tics eta detbesbieescileabeae 8 ee ee 6 
I al eae et RI ete eee 3 
 iachesicasittntinensnt chsenth-tecinn nies aie hi Se eee Series oe 312 
RN ii csagenactacibba ics ersthag tematic 10 | 


DETECTIVE DIVISION, 
January 12, 1954. 
From: Chief of Detectives. 
To: Commissioner of Police. 
Subject: Annual report of the narcotic bureau, January 1, 1953, to December 
31, 1953, inclusive. 
Report of: Lt. Joseph J. Healy, in charge, narcotic bureau. 


1. Listed below is the number of persons processed through the narcotic bureau 
during the calendar year of 1953 and the charges placed against them: 


BIO? CE PRIN on Sean ob eesenwen Sanigeiinncweae See 
ae: DS, eh ait inticiinieliicaedehden aes 949 
es cae Mees ec ANN cictaidoihaceirincivaiice wlicneeinsicinnichahtdmiilinmaaatinilaiibiane a date mse ak: Ae IS 178 
a” SNe METI ny ON ast ioscan ts accel minimise a aaa cabbie 18 
Par: “Poanek On. BB, We icin ii ticiiinicceen ee ae 10 
OE a I, I incre lincecaepipaicaice andar cg pst acinds anprecciniiaael ae. Seas 175 
Pe Bc I nsec icteecctektceenni soe en ee 760 
I i Rett Mc cipsatn nse ica sis bs ohn cheers chica cian inca stan a », 965 
PE RAG Th teh SINT incase ps wb lacie linea ieee ar 90 
‘POCRE GRNEr GROUT | on Rete ebeaaenceoues ie an least ohabetieadaia 38 
CURE GIG OOE a oi cincinnati eee eed eee eee 1, 654 
2. Listed below is the above number of persons grouped as to sex and color: 
Wale (ogee). 5 eee 6, 037 | Other : 
Female (colored) ~-.-.--__-__- 1, 237 EE er ee, 208 
Mis (Ri cited 598 i dissect cased eee 13 
Wemaeile. (WORD) 2 ccccccscccccan 154 
3. Listed below is the above number of persons grouped as to age: 
Number Number 
ONG i ok deleting eae Be Sica siete ci las 667 
No cise abinn ed tein Gnaeeae ee I OI sa ccsnec sta se cesses echobci 358 
tain cel ccssincteaaiepeabctaiaedema dae Be ED as ncicteensnchahiebinpbiecinenstite cn cen ele 169 
BGs oa in-aeccteccenten iatincipahidciahaiahaidaeeh ante ST TN, I aleiinckcs cs lac aanccdiadaicieoen acme 90 
LIN ei Gn) On Oe ON ook EL 108 
NN a a 


4. Listed below is the number of offenses committed or suspected of being 
committed in connection with narcotics in which the equal number of persons 
were involved : 





Pie ae tetcendimiiodae OO Prati CROC a 3 aang cece cendwd 70 
RR css ences prin cnet a ec ds 281 | Con game_______- sitiaiihaaacaamaet ioe 38 
Puree snatching... .. 2... tT PIS OO ais snseccosen on seat neds eee! 2 
Larceny from auto............~- 317 | Contributing to delinquency.__--- 21 
Larceny wicchnt eel tcc NCS) SOCOnt Ck pOsure... occ 2 
Receiving stolen property__---- ON ita ase Sacer he CR ce ee 2 
IE is chien ahnnatananeenrerenan caste ne 4 TO reine eRe 1 
Attempted robbery___----- eee es 10'| Bave....... Slat toeink tibia aceeeeecholen 6 
Accessory to robbery_----------- SE eT N COI is sinew tain eg bide ae 5 
NRT he oa i er E 
Attempted burglary_-_-_---~..---- BO (MNOS ow Iba cles dee 3 
I nt aio eda eaamanaie Be Siar rctintirhcyn cabdeitinactchassen cumple 1 
BORREIE EG s Geko npemenn 4| Resisting arrest__- Z oe el & 
Assault with deadly weapon._-_-__- 9 Sd 
Assault___ ort dukepeton §2 Total adenine cust S556 
Carrying concealed weapons : 

Et ae 102 

DR noose oe aes 42 

Rasgor..._...- wien cate 3 

EIR os a en 1) 


ER 


2 sath hai 
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5. Known narcotic peddlers or suspected peddlers arrested: 584 


6. There were 1,127 charges of possession and/or sale of narcotics distributed 
as follows: 


baie tae aie S3S | Dolophine : 7 
py | See eres ae nee 3 
CN iti ek csiaeaaitsiaal Fe I oii iiieniciiseaiaiicncacnitistiepiaiipethtaiditeaate 273 


7. Estimated illegal market value of all narcotics confiscated: $1 million 


Lieutenant in Charge, Narcotic Bureau 
Approved : 


Chief of Detectives 

JANUARY 12, 1953. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE NARCOTIC BUREAU, JANUARY 1 
INCLUSIVE 


1. Listed below is the number of persons processed through the narcotic bureau 
during the year of 1952 and the charges placed against them: 


Number of prisoners___..---.--~-- selene ae ae satctentatnts 


TO DeceMper 31, 1952 


7, 436 
Be eT I a ci ele tbedacdieeaabeslbabinsednaiil 180 
Pr eee mesa: ame «re iin ibscmsectie cnn geting 927 


i, - SS ee hasan oe IEE at Se ona hl a ee . §18 
Fe | en, I eli ani cnck ecg cenciaecn eacpenin dantcer eetlniintaih tanita cinelaiallee 5, 194 
Par. 193-1 (nonaddicts) 


kash aaa aaa Seas acid ect lies eae eo 608 
Turned over to United States Government____-___.._______________- . 99 
SA Corti netics caesar canna tsetse cael indiatialaimion 112 
2. Listed below is the above number of persons grouped as to sex and color: 
ae 5, 555 | Other: 
Female (colored) ............ 1, 096 a BE —— 118 
DRE (EEE fc bieienccdcienn 438 TN isaiieciithciiieaite a cuiciaie 27 
Po ene 202 
3. Listed below is the above number of persons grouped as to age: 
DO Stekcsincadsancccneewnn OE 8 re nee nee 631 
NN tasters leita acne temeneindcaeadpt SE I ciate acdisiciesencionenrtans - 8a 
DI istics iaks cinta tai adzondily Se Se Gist ttrtetctenenn a 159 
MI a ici acitcoateh ah tina COR SW Gio eeciercticnccinen 111 
AE casein 3,136 | Age 51 and over..__......_.... 106 


BE Wi ibistibsshsanticensiindtntisionctic 1, 631 


4. Listed below is the number of offenses committed in connection with 
narcotics in which the equal number of the above persons were involved: 





ee RS ee eee 134| Carrying concealed weapons 
Larceny from auto.___---.--..- 803 rc sic ncecie damien ama 71 
I incicndivetereontactpamntiniiniit 281 | Fraud (checks) ........__-_-_-. 51 
ee 80| Fraud (con game) _-___-____- 22 
NN Sica ectcgcchatniciel iid kiciince iebinetpiecntainamanaiimiedes 11 
PONIES ick aebeeendananaeiadiods TE I iin seca sshcsseniacdnleataaclianinaabil oe 4 
TN inched cients re UI inti icicsininceitnsersieicn nities 462 
Murder (suspect) -.---.---..- _ | IE Ea en 2 
MII a iicicascs cca cccetiaaase das 72 
Carrying concealed weapons | i citen es ee 
CIT ic seca tetitniciianceicncipinemecchianabioas 


5. Known narcotic peddlers arrested during 1952: 596. 


6. There were 1,107 charges of possession and/or sale of narcotics distributed 
as follows: 


SN A cries ces 720 | Dolophine (methadone) __________ 9 
| ee re NU ooo scoot cece 1 
CRG ek citiaiciiniimmaieca yy NN ogo 865 





7. Estimated illegal market value of all narcotics confiscated: $250,000. 

Senator DanteL. Then you have sent to the committee a report of 
the Narcotic Bureau of the Chicago Police Department, a summary of 
various statistics from January, 1, 1951, through December 31, 1954. 
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Lieutenant Hearty. Yes, sir. 
Senator Danre.. That will be made a part of the record at this point. 
(The document above referred to is as follows :) 


Report of Narcotics Bureau, Chicago Police Department, Jan. 1, 1951, through 
Dec. 31, 1954 


1951 1952 1943 1954 
Number of prisoners 6, 742 7, 436 8, 267 7, 639 
Grouped as to sex and color 
Male colored 5. 155 5, 555 6, 037 5, 335 
Female colored S96 1, O96 1, 257 1, 266 
Male white 369 438 598 605 
Female white 166 202 154 147 
Male others 144 118 208 242 
Female others 12 27 13 44 
( 7roupe das to age 
17 years 194 141 136 95 
18 years 367 282 267 196 
19 years 471 414 379 301 
20 years 625 SOL ‘Ol 362 
21 to 25 years 2, 673 3, 136 3, 532 3, O52 
26 to 30 years 1, 127 1, 631 2, 060 2, 149 
31 to 35 years 491 631 667 776 
36 to 40 years J - 343 324 358 349 
41 to 45 years 167 159 169 177 
46 to 50 years 118 111 90 77 
51 and over ; 3 156 106 108 105 
Listed below are charges placed against persons processed 
through the Narcotic Bureau 
Par. 192.2, ch. 38 (sale) mht 1. 345 180 178 194 
Par. 192.2, ch, 38 (possession) j ‘oa 927 949 963 
Par. 193-1-13 (addicts) 3, 477 5, 194 5, 965 5, 361 
Par. 193-1 (nonaddicts) é 600 608 760 830 
Turned over to U. 8. Government_.. 48 99 90 48 
Other charges... .-.-- 3 Es ieee . 759 1, 112 1, 654 2, 128 


1 Par. 192.2, ch. 38, sale and possession, carried as 1 charge in 1951. 


Listed below is the number of offenses committed in connection with narcotics 
in which the equal number of persons were involved 





1951 1952 1953 1954 

Pickpocket . 73 134 80 71 
Shoplifting alot 222 281 280 368 
Purse snatching : 55 80 52 48 
Larceny from auto saieak 190 303 | 317 | 350 
Larceny saioes a . . ’ 304 498 | 538 445 
Receiving stolen property 0 0 | 27 | 19 
Burglary s ‘ 3 ie oeeiasaaen 225 222 | 347 | 257 
Attempted burglary a 0 0 13 20 
Robbery pi scent 393 | 270 317 | 313 
Attempted robbery = | 0 | 0 | 10 | 7 
Assault : _ ‘ 20 | 72 | 52 | 29 
Murder investigations. __- eee ee 0 y 0 | 20 
Murder é eeeiial 0 | 0 | 4 | 0 
Carrying concealed weapons 63 | 117 148 142 
Fraud a i a i al | 63 | 73 110 | 112 
Sex (rape, bastardy, contributing to delinquency, etc.) - : 10 15 il 14 
Prostitution 404 | 462 | 516 436 
Known narcotic or suspect peddlers (') 1 596 | 584 | 426 
Possession or sale of narcotics | 1, 345 | 1, 107 1,127 | 1, 157 

T ype of drugs used: 
Heroin - : ‘ ‘ | ‘a | 720 838 | 816 
Morphine ot exes ON () } 3 | 5 |} 5 
Cocaine -- E shave a ‘ 4 | (') 5 1 3 
Dolophine (Methodone) 5 () 9 7 5 
Dilaudid_- sa (1) 1 3 10 
Marihuana. .- os ipastao vs Seca pacbigbaneken daca ace af (1) 365 273 312 

1 No breakdown of these years; no records kept. 
Nore.— Estimated value of narcotics confiscated: 

SNE chee So iore ot hice at ons a cual ata ee etek cae en eat Mane waad sais pitta a $25, 000 
REINS Si occas ucla naa: wna ad werd de naa Wiimennes cence a aiipey aneicbidenss bet ahh doa aeiale 1, 000, 000 
1953 excess - - teach habecds badceadasoeae aaa rhs > Sceslicaen cs Sailer aloha ioe 
RE i cnc anti nen xcs ae is nciciniek seen aiaab abd in bom dedi d o 5 dd bbibgclsiededh «ibaa ek A 
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Senator Danrev. Then you have sent to the committee a sem 
annual report of the Narcotics Bureau for January 1, 1955, to Jun 
30, 1955, is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. That will be made a part of the record at this 


ei, i 


} 7 
: 
i point. 
§ nr . ‘ > ; 
(The document above referred to is as follows:) 
SEMIANNUAL REPORT OF THE NARCOTIC BUREAU, JAN. 1 To JUNE 30, 1955 
INCLUSIVE 
Vumber of persons processed through the Narcotic Bureau from Jan. 1, 1955, to 
June 306, 1955, inclusive, and the charges placed against then 
January | FePPU- | starch | Ay i ‘ 
ary 
Number of prisoners 766 t SS 9 ‘ 7 a aK 
Grouped according to sex and color 
Male (colored 37 $20 42 42s 72 a) h 
Female (colored 127 13 s2 ; “i 2 
Male (white 7 “4 7 ‘4 Hi is 
Female (white 11 ! lt 2 
Other male 16 | 14 t Is ‘ ‘ 
Other female 2? 2 4 ‘ 14 
rotal 3, RZ 
Grouped according to age 
Age 17 years 6 x ( ‘ 2 
Age 18 years 20 12 ‘ If s Is ‘ 
Age 19 years 3Y 22 at 22 a i 
Age 20) years 42 23 ; a 29 HY 
Age 21 to 25 years 288 238 Qt 237 195 2 1, 38 
Age 26 to 30 years 231 187 187 41 a) 179 1, 144 
; Age 31 to 35 years 67 ti 63 65 ; d S70 
Age 36 to 40 years 37 29 27 27 27 ms 
Age 41 to 45 years 20 9 17 10 9 3 > 
Age 46 to 50 years 5 3 ; 4 +2 
Age 51 and over. ll 8 6 ( 7 12 if 
Total 3, 682 
Charges 
Par. 192.2, ch. 38 (possession) __- ‘ 87 73 SO 77 78 57 452 
Par. 192.2, ch. 38 (sale 18 11 20 29 15 2s 121 
Par. 192.20, ch. 38 (forgery 2 3 3 l 1 th 
Par. 192.32, ch. 38 (register 25 1] $4 24 22 171 
Par. 162, ch. 38 saialacs 5 18 23 
Par. 193, ch. 1, nonaddict Ss ‘ 69 52 4) 33 2 62 39 
Par. 193.1, ch. 13, addict a 547 433 41 24 $51 $ 53 
Turned over to U. S. Government 5 2 7 4 { 7 29 
Turned over to other agencies 8 3 14 5 { 37 
Other charges 200 151 202 208 178 19 1, 224 
Total Bas 
Known or suspected narcotic peddlers ar- 
rested during this period ace ailiaitgh 33 29 44 48 41 $4 2 
4 
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Number of offenses committed or suspected of being committed in connection 
with narcotics in which the equal number of persons were involved 


Jan- Febru- 
uary ary March April May June | Total 

Pick pocket 2 1 5 3 7 3 21 
Shoplifting 41 2 31 24 29 20 172 
Purse snatching 2 5 5 6 4 \ 2 
Larceny from automobile 34 26 24 35 5 23 147 
Attempted larceny 1 2 2 5 
Larceny 40 4 46 39 55 28 248 
Robbery 27 31 33 29 16 13 149 
Attempted burglary 3 1 4 2 10 
Burglary 36 34 45 31 15 35 196 
Receiving stolen property 5 3 2 3 2 15 
Assault 3 7 3 5 4 2 24 
Assault dangerous weapons 2 3 1 2 8 

Carrying concealed weapons 
Knife 7 . 5 6 l 8 35 
Gun 2 4 5 11 4 5 31 
Razor l l 
Blackjack 1 1 
Con game 3 1 4 
Checks (fraud) 15 4 6 7 9 13 54 
Statutory rape 2 2 
Rape 1 1 
Contributing to delinquency 2 2 
oO. M. F. W 3 3 
Murder investigation 3 2 4 2 4 15 
Shooting investigation 3 3 
Prostitution 47 46 42 47 21 51 264 
Resisting arrest 6 ; : ‘ 6 
Bribery Teas 1 1 

Dispositions 
Janu- | Febru- | xgarch April | May | June | Total 
ary ary ° 
Discharged 664 584 465 402 335 383 2, 833 
Bond forfeiture. 66 32 23 37 23 27 | 213 
Demand for jury court : ; 14 | 26 32 21 11 29 | 133 
Demand for change of venue_- 5 9 13 40 44 19 130 
Held to grand jury _-- : 78 75 | 68 51 35 29 | 336 
Probation 8 27 25 2 15 9 | 86 
Fines less $200 and cost__- 120 12 | 90 80 93 90 585 
Fines $200 and cost and over 22 16 14 18 27 | 18 115 
Ex parte less $190 and $10 4 4 8 3 3 | 11 33 
Ex parte $190 and $10 5 | 2 5 5 5 17 | 39 
Sentences: 

Less than 1 year 63 51 52 4 66 46 342 
1 year 58 52 75 35 48 | 22 | 290 
2 years 4 | 5 5 1 3 | 2 | 20 
3 years - 3 2 2 0 0 | 2 9 
4 years_ 0 0 1 1 0 0! 2 
5 years i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 years and $5,000 fine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Turned over to U. S. Government__. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ON Ss x anaes 1,114 997 883 760 708 704 5, 166 
Cases transferred to other courts 0 0 0 0 0 9 a 
Cases nolled 71 80 7 85 61 76 448 
Addicts failed to register 2 66 40 58 91 76 92 423 


Senator Danirt. Have we made all the statistical information a 
part of the record that you have for us? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Just about. 

Senator Danieu. Well, is there anything that you have sent up to 
the desk that we have not made a part of the record ! 

Lieutenant Hraty. Well, I believe you have it all part of the 
record. 

Senator Dantet. All right, sir. 
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Lieutenant Healy, do you find that your narcotics traffic in Chi 
cago is centered in certain districts or is it scattered throughout the 
city? 

Lieutenant Heary. In certain districts. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have a map there that will outline to the 
committee where your narcotics traffic 1s concentrated ¢ 

Lieutenant Heary. I do have a map. 

Senator Dante. Yes. Can you explain that from your map? 

Lieutenant Hearty. All right. 

Senator Dantet. Tell us where your heaviest traffic is concentrated. 

Lieutenant Hearty. All right. We have nine districts, police dis 
tricts, in the city of Chicago. 

Senator DanteL. Wait a minute. How many police districts ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. We have 38 altogether, but we have 9 districts 
where we have the problem. That is the 2d district, known as Prairie 
Avenue; the 5th district, known as Wabash; 6th district, known as 
Hyde Park; 7th, known as Woodlawn; the 22d, known as Maxwell; 
23d, known as Marquette; 25th, known as Fillmore; 26th, known as 
Monroe, the old Des Plaines district; and 22d, Warren Avenue. 

Senator Dante... Those are 9 police distrioés out of 38 in the city? 

Lieutenant Heary. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. And what percentage of your narcotics traffic is 
centered in those districts, those nine districts ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. Eighty-seven percent of our arrests are made in 
these districts. 

Senator Danrev. For what year? 

Lieutenant Heaty. This is for 1954. 

Senator DanreLt. Now, what percentage—80 how much ?¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. Eighty-seven percent of the arrests for sale and 
for possession, and in the same districts 81.3 of the gross narcotic 
arrests made during the year 1954. 

Senator Dantev. That is gross arrests including addicts; is that 
right ? 

Lieutenant Herary. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. But your first figure, 87 percent, was on sales. 

Lieutenant Heaty. Sales. 

Senator DanteL. And possession. 

Lieutenant Hearty. And possession. 

Senator Dante. I see, and your next figure, 81 percent, was on 
addicts and other arrests connected with narcotic violations; is that 
right ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Dante. I suppose most of those would probably be ad- 
dicts or those who are arrested with addicts. 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Dante. Now, in most cities of the country we find the 
same situation, that your narcotic addiction and traflic is centered 
in certain sections of the town. Can you describe those sections in 
any way to give the committee any picture as to why they might be 
different from other sections of the city ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, overcrowding and a certain race of people. 

Senator Dantrex. Well, does race play any important part there ? 

Lieutenant Heary. It does. 

Senator Dante. In what way? 
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Lieutenant Hrary. Well, here is a breakdown on our arrests for 
the year 1951. It was 89.9 colored; 7.8 percent white; and 2.5 were 
others. 1952 was 89.4 colored; 8.6 white; and 2 were others. In 
1953 we show 88.2 colored; white was 9.1; 2.7 for the others. In 
1954, 86.4 colored: 9.9 white; and 3.7 for the others. The others 
would take in Chinamen, Mexicans, and Puerto Ricans. 

Senator Dantev. Well, are these areas that you have outlined here 
are the majority of the people there colored ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. They are. 

Senator Danrev. Now, the figures you have just read are percent- 
ages of what? I want to be sure if I understand. Are those arrests, 
convictions, or what ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. This is a breakdown on arrests made for each 
year, according to race. 

Senator Danie.. Arrests on narcotic charges / 

Lieutenant Hraty. On narcotics charges. 

Senator Danie... For each year. 

Lieutenant Hearty. For each year. 

Senator Daniev. Well, that runs about like the arrests run in the 
Army, Philadelphia, and Washington, D. C. Do your figures ap- 
proach 90 percent there in some years / 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, around 89, 88, 89, 86 last year. 

Senator Dantex. I am going to ask you a question like I asked the 
sheriff, as to why he feels those percentages are so high here when 
we found them reversed down in my State and other places. There 
the colored population are in the minority, big minority and white 
people are among the majority among the narcotic violators—not 
that that is too important, but, on the other hand, it may be im- 
portant. 

Now, these areas that you have named here, do they include the 
Loop, what you call here the Loop / 

Lieutenant Hrany. No; the Loop is not in this area. The first dis- 
trict is the second; that is Prairie Avenue. 

Senator Danret. The Loop is not in the area of concentration. 

Lieutenant Hraty. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. Well, would you go over those police districts 
with us and give us about the proportion of the population in those 
districts. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, second district, I would say it is about 98 
percent colored, and the same would apply ‘to Wabash district. With 
Hyde Park, I would say it is about 60 percent. 

Senator DanteL. Are those ward numbers you have given us? 

Lieutenant Hraty. No; these are police districts. 

Senator Dante. Oh, I see. Are your police districts and your 
ward numbers the same or not ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. No, no. 

Senator Danter. In other words, this is strictly by police district. 

Lieutenant Hraty. Police district. Some districts may cover four 
wards. 

Senator Dantet. We will mark this map exhibit 1 of the Chicago 
hearing, and that is the map that you have been testifying from. 
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Senator Danret. You say police district No. 2 is about 98 percent 
colored ¢ 


Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Danie.. You are naming the nine districts over again that 
you previously named as the area in which you have your greatest 
concentration of narcotics. 

Lieutenant Heaty. That is right. 


Senator Danie, All right. Go ahead and refer to the other 
districts. 

Lieutenant Heary. I guess I gave you Hyde Park, the last one. 

Senator DanreL. Wait a minute. Did you give us five? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Yes; that is about 98, the same as the second 
district. Woodlawn is a changing district. 

Senator Danret. What number is that? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Seven. I would say that is about 60 percent. 

Senator Dantex. Colored? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Colored, yes, sir; that is right. 

Senator Danret. What about six? 

Lieutenant Heaty. Well, that is changing. That is about 60 per- 
cent colored. 


Senator Danrev. Sixty percent. All right, now go over the rest, 
the rest of the nine. 

Lieutenant Hraty. Twenty-second district, which is Maxwell— 
well, I would say that is about 75 percent colored. Marquette is about 
the same; that is the 23d district. Fillmore, 25th district, I believe 
that is about 80 percent colored; and Monroe, 26th district, that is 
about 70 percent colored. 

Warren Avenue, 27th district, about 80 percent colored. 

Senator Dante.. Now, Lieutenant, do you have any explanation of 
why the narcotics traffic in Chicago seems to be centered in these heav- 
ily populated areas that you have just named and the arrests are 
centered in the Negro population in the high percentage that you 
have named ? 

Lieutenant Heaty. I do. 

Senator DanteL. What reasons? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, economic conditions, the majority of these 
people come up here from the South, we find, in the last few years, 
and they are crowded in out there in the South Side; they are over- 
crowded, crowded conditions. They are living in basement flats, and 
in a building formerly occupied by, say, a 6-flat, 6 families, maybe 
12 and 14 people, we find 200 and 300 people in the same buildings. 

Senator Dante. Anything else? 

Lieutenant Heaty. That is about all. 

Senator Dantev. The thing that is strange to me is that—what is 
your percentage of Negro population here? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, I would say around about, oh, pretty close 
to 900,000. 

Senator Danire.. What percentage of the total population ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, we have about 414 million. 

Senator Danrev. I believe your assistant has that worked out. 

Lieutenant Heary. He said 14 percent. That is on the 1950 census. 

Senator Dantev. Based on the 1950 census. 

Lieutenant Heary. Yes. 
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Senator Danret. Do you have any more up-to-date figures? Well, 
now, do you have any comparison as to the incidence of narcotx 
violations betwen the white and colored race based on your popula- 
tion percentages / 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, yes, we have other districts where we 
make arrests that we have 

Senator Daniet. No, that is not the question. What I am getting 
at is, in the first place, I believe it was before the committee of the 
House, something was said about the incidence of narcotic violations, 
that 1 out of so many people in Chicago have been involved either 
in addiction or narcotic arrests. Do you have those figures ¢ You 


or your assistant ¢ 


Lieutenant Hearty. Do you have? 

Mr. DearHam. Yes, Senator. That was based on a rough figure 
of gross dividing by dividend divisor on the basis of approximately 
5 million people in the Chicago area, together with the fact that there 
were estimated 8 to 10,000 addicts. That deve loped a figure of 1 to 
500 ratio incidence of narcotics. 

However, that is not quite the true picture. Inasmuch as 86 per- 
cent plus of our total arrests for the year, gross arrests, involved 
colored people, and they comprise 14 percent of our Chicago popu- 
lation by the 1950 census, you will find that the rate of incidence 
in narcotic addiction or narcotic arrest, let us put it that way, would 
be above approximately 1 to 71. 

Senator Danie.. You mean in the negro population. 

Mr. Dearnam. Yes, sir, specifically. 

Senator Danre.. One arrest to every 71 citizens. 

Mr. Dearnam. Yes, sir, that is right. And in the case of the white 
population, based on the United States census of 86 percent of our 
total which is, incidentally, 3,600,000, you will find that the rate of 
incidence would be 1 to 4,100 people. That is without regard 

Senator Dante.. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. DrarHam. One in every 4,100 people. So that would present 
an entirely different picture statistically. 

Senator Dante... Well, let me ask you, have you been assisting the 
lieutenant here on these statistics and these records / 

Mr. Dearnam. Yes, sir, I have compiled them. 

Senator DanteL. I wonder if you have any explanation for the 
higher incidence among the colored citizens. 

Mr. Draruam. Well, that involves— 

Senator Danrev. Anything other than what the lieutenant has said. 

Mr. Dearnam. Well, I believe his mentioning of the crowded 
conditions, the economic conditions that exist in those areas—I believe 
that would sum up the entire sociological aspects. The question itself 
has many ramifications, and I particularly don’t feel qualified to go 
into it in detail, butI think it is quite obvious that in a metropolitan 
area, the type of population we have, this sort of condition, which is 
peculiar to our postwar—post-World War II era, this abnormal be- 
havior, this tendency to turn to the use of narcotics, has developed 
in its own peculiarity, let us say, since post World War II. 

Senator Dante... Does education have anything to do with it? 

Mr. Dearnam. I believe so; I do, yes. 

Senator Dantev. Or lack of education ¢ 
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Mr. Dearuam. Yes. One of our recommendations, of course, which 
we emphasize most strongly, is that we would like to see the public 
educated to the insidious dangers of narcotic addiction. 

Senator Danrev. The thing that is strange to me, when I went 
into the southern hearings, was to find that the figures are reversed 
when you get into your Southern States where you have more Negro 
population. You find them in the minority among narcotics arrests 
and addiction, and I doubt that their economic conditions or their 
education is any better than here. 

Mr. Dearuam. Very well. But I do also believe that you have 
different sociological aspects, too, in the south of the United States 
as compared to the north. Therefore, that might account for the 
reversed trend down there. 

Senator Danret. Now, I am a southerner whom you haven’t seen 
making any talk about these racial problems. I look upon all of us 
as citizens of the same country and entitled to the protection of the 
laws, and there is not anything about my question that could be inter- 
preted as any prejudice against anybody unless it might be against 
our own race because we haven’t done more about this problem, as we 
ought to, here in Chicago and in the South. 

So with that in mind, I would just like to know if you have anything 
else that you could give this committee, because here is the thing about 

Except in the Southern States we find a terrific majority of the 
narcotics problem centered among the Negro people. 

Now, we ought to be doing something about reac ‘hing that problem, 
working with them and, if we are going to lick the problem, we must 
know why. 

Is it easier for these peddlers to prey on our colored friends? 

Mr. Dearnam. That is very difficult to say. This problem has cer- 
tain ramifications which I don’t feel too qualified to answer. However, 
with a qualifying “yes,” I would say so; yes. 

Senator Dante.. Well, do you find many of the big wholesalers 
or narcotic sellers at the top are Negroes ? 

Mr. Dearram. Oh, yes, we have our upper echelon in that group. 

Senator Danren. You do. 

Mr. Dearniam. We do definitely, yes, sir. 

Senator Danter. Do they reach as high as some of the white popu- 
lation ¢ 

Mr. Drarnam. Perhaps the lieutenant could help me on this. I 
would say in proportion they do, in proportion to their activities and 
their potenti: al sale or potential trade they may have, they are certainly 
in proportion to that of the white group or the white seller in the 
white area. 

Senator Daniet. Who is making the real big money out of the 
smuggling of those who stay in the background, the biggest whole- 
salers? Do you think the majority of them are white or colored ? 

Liutenant Hearty. White. 

Senator Danret. That is the way we have found it in other cities 
of the country. There are a lot of pushers, peddlers, and some pretty 
good sized wholesalers. 

Lieutenant Hraty. There are some pretty big wholesale peddlers 
amongst the colored. 

Senator Danten. Yes; that is true. 

Lieutenant Heary. But the source is from the white. 
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Senator Daniev.. The source, that 1s what | am getting it You 
think the source of the narcotics is usually from white citizens of out 
our country or some other countries of the world. 

Lieutenant Heavy. I do. 

Senator Danie.. Do you gentlemen have anything to add on thi: 
point that you think might be helpful to us in any way We want 
to whip the prob lem, and we have to find where it is in order to whip it. 
I think we ought to have the names and addresses of all the addicts 
in the country, and then we ought to find out where the proble1 1 is 
centered, in What cities of the country, and then within what cities, 
within what groups, if we find it is centered within certain groups 
That is the only reason for going into this. 

The first time I ever got any figures like this, 1 was afraid to ever 
bring them out, because someone would say, “Oh, well, that man 
from the South ts trying to point up somet li ng here.” Well, later 
as I went on into it. 1 found that they are facts we need to have, and 
they are facts that are essential for Congress and other legislative 
bodies and law enforcement oilicers to have in order to know how te 
whip the problem. 

If anybody is to be blamed for the way this is centered within 
certain minority groups, I say the white people are just so much to 
be blamed, if not more so, than the Negroes themselves. 

Do you think that is right? 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Danrex. Well, now, is there anything else you would like 
to comment on concerning this matter ¢ 

Lieutenant Heary. Well, severe sentences on these peddlers. 

Senator Danrex. Well, you mean to say that you feel that we need to 
have severe sentences if we are going to get rid of the peddling ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. How often do you find that the peddlers on the 
streets here, selling narcotics, have been arrested and sent off once 
or twice before ? 

Lieutenant Hraty. Quite often. 

Senator Dantev. Do you ~ any figures on repeaters ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Well, I don’t have any figures—— 

Senator Danten. I think that man has figures on everything. See 
if he has anything on repeaters. 

Lieutenant Hrary. This is a list of all our peddlers who have been 
convicted and sent to the penitentiary in the last 3 or 4 years. 

Tables entitled “Indictments and Sentences Received by the Chi 
cago Police Department, Narcotic Bureau, in the Criminal Courts of 
Cook County, Ill., for the Years 1951, 1952, 1953, 1954, and 1955,” may 
be found in the appendix at p. 4436.) 

Senator Dante. Does it show whether or not they are repeaters / 

Lieutenant Hrary. This book doesn’t show it. 

Senator Dantev. Do you recall some of them that are there by name 
pretty well ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Yes. 

Mr. Dearnam. The overall picture, Senator, on our gross arrests, 
as we explained to you just how we do this in Chicago, we arrest each 
and every person as often and as frequent as they are picked up, and 
they are given a new number each time, and consequently we compile 
mass data and mass arrests. Actually the number of individuals is 
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somewhat less than the number of arrests. We are averaging about 
55 percent repeat arrests. 

Those are person who have been arrested at least once before in the 
past 4 years. That was the figure for 1954, 85 percent repeaters. You 
will find that that follows fairly close the same pattern on these ped- 
dlers, because oftentimes we arrest peddlers and are not able to make 
the sales or make the sales stick. Hence we use the possession charge, 
but I would dare say now 85 percent of all people coming through our 
Bureau have been through at least once before in the past 4 years since 
we have been compiling these records. 

Senator Dantex. That is true both as to addicts and peddlers ? 

Mr. Dearnam. Yes, sir; it is. 

Senator Dante. Wouldn’t that be an indication that your peddlers 
in Chicago haven’t been getting high enough sentences if they get back 
to the streets that fast ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. We know they haven’t been getting high enough 
sentences. 

Senator Dantet. Well, now, tell me how you know. Let us go into 
this sentence business. This morning you seemed a little reticent to 
say anything that might criticize the courts, and you haven’t criticized 
them. I have asked you for this information, and I would like you 
to give us the information. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, I am not here to criticize any judge or 
anybody else, but now here is a fellow here, Marvin Moses. He was 
picked up with 82 ounces of narcotics, and he had a previous record. 
Just recently he was found guilty in the Federal court; the case was 
kicked around for about 2 years, and he received a sentence of 5 years 
in the Federal penitentiary. 

Senator Dantrt. Is that for a second offense? 

Lieutenant Heaty. I am pretty sure he had a previous conviction. 

Senator Dantet. My investigator here says he did have, Marvin 
Moses—is that the man ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Yes; that is right. 

Senator Dantet. That 82 ounces. I had heard about the Marvin 
Moses case, and I asked my investigator to tell me how much that was 
worth on the retail market. He is figuring it here. 

That was the minimum penalty then in Federal court. That was a 
Federal court case, wasn’t it? 

Lieutenant Heaty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. That 5-year penalty. 

Lieutenant Heaty. That is right. 

Senator DanteL. That was the minimum for a second offense. 

Lieutenant Heaty. Yes, 5 to 10, I guess, under the narcotics law. 

Senator Danie.. Mr. Speer here, who has been with the Bureau of 
Narcotics for 18 years, says that on the street that 82 ounces would 
be worth a minimum of $287,000. Now you say this peddler Marvin 
Moses had been convicted of selling narcotics previously in another 
court. 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. I understand he was brought 
back here from Detroit where he had been arrested and convicted up 
there on a bribery case. I guess he was picked up with some narcotics 
in Detroit recently and was found guilty. 

Senator DanteL. He attempted to bribe some officers in Detroit? 

Lieutenant Heaty. That is what I believe; yes. 
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Senator Dantet. And he had been convicted of that after his nar 
cotics conviction, right ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Danrev. And then brought here on this possession of 82 
ounces of narcotics. 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Danre.. Received the minimum sentence from the Federal 
court, 

Lieutenant Hrary. Five years. 

Senator Danre.. Five years. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Here isa man who was a wholesaler, and I would 
say he is one of the big suppliers out there on the South Side to the 
colored people. 

Senator Danre.. How long would it take him to serve that 5 years? 
He doesn’t actually serve the full 5 years, does he? 

Lieutenant Heary. I believe they get about a third off for good 
time. 

Senator Dante. How long do you think it will be before Moses will 
be back on the streets peddling again ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, 2 or 3 years. 

Senator Danret. Do most of them come back and start peddling 
over again? 

Lieutenant Hrary. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. You can hardly take the profit out of this busi- 
ness by just sending them up where they serve only Z or 3 years, can 
you? 

Lieutenant Heary. That is right. I can show you a case—we have 
a fellow on the same type as Marvin Moses. We have a man by the 
name of Moze Hightower—they call him “Cotton.” He had about 4 
previous convic tions before, the last 25 years. We give, I guess, 25 to 
50 in our State court. The case went to the Supreme Court and it was 
affirmed. 

Senator Danten. Well, you will take the profit out of his business, 
won't you? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Sure will. When he went down he was about 
50 or 60 years, and I understand he cracked up down there. I guess 
he was transferred to Menard. 

Senator Danrex. All right; go ahead. Do you have some others 
to point out ? 

Licutehai Herary. Well, now, here in our municipal court, the 
narcotic court, we got a pusher who was arrested for possession, and 
Judge Cwiklinski gave him 3 years. 

Senator Dantex. That is in your special narcotics court. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Do you know of any other city or area in the 
country that has a special narcotics court like you have here / 

Lieutenant Hrary. No. 

Senator Dantex. As I understand it, this judge—what is his name? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Cwiklinski, C-w-i-k-]-1-n-s-k-i. 

Senator Dantrex. As I understand it, he consistently hands out 
heavy sentences there. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Yes. Here I have another case, a Robert Owens, 
for possession. He was a pusher. We couldn't make a sale case on 
him, but he was arrested for possession. He was given 5 years in the 
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county jail. That is a long time to do in a county jail. He will 
probably crack up. That is one of the gentlemen Mr. Lohman is 
worried about. 

Then we have another fellow here, William Weaver, who got 2 
years; another fellow, William Bridges, got 3 years. 

Senator Danten. These are cases of possession. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Possession. 

Senator Danrev. Of either the drugs or the hypodermic needles, 
something of that kind? 


Lieutenant Hearty. No; drugs, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Well, is your special narcotics court giving heavier 4 
sentences than your Federal court in some cases ? 

Lieutenant Heany. They are. 

Senator Danrev. Is your poems narcotics court giving heavier 
sentences than the State courts ¢ 

Lieutenant Hearty. In some cases they are. 

Senator Dantev. What about in a majority of the cases, comparing 
the two? 


Lieutenant Hrary. Well, here is a case of Frederick Boyer, which 
wasasale. He got 2 to 4 years in our State court. 

Senator Danten. What did he do? 

Lieutenant Hrary. It wasasale. 

Senator Dantev. Sale of narcotics? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Sale of narcotics. 

Senator Dantet. Had he been convicted before ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, I would have to check our files. 

Senator Dantex. All right. 

Lieutenant Hearty. He is one pusher—those small pushers we have 
trouble with out there. 

Here is another fellow, Quincy King. He got 3to5 fora sale. 

Senator Dante... On those 3-year sentences, how long would it be 
before they would be out under the State court sentences? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Well, they have to serve at least 3 years. 

Senator Dantet. That is3to5. ; 

Lieutenant Hearty. Three to five; yes. One is2to4,and he would 7 
have to serve at least 2 years. 

Senator Danrex. Do you have 
books? Any lower? 


Lieutenant Hraty. Well, here is one we had, R. H. Charles Roders. 
He was indicted for possession. You see, possession is a misdemeanor, 
but if they have a previous conviction, we indict them. This guy was 
given 1 year in the county jail, the first 6 months to be considered 
served because he had been in jail 6 months waiting trial. He was 
one of these little pushers. So he wasn’t too bad. 

Senator Dantet. The biggest traffic to the addicts is actually car- 
ried on by the little pusher now, isn’t it? 

Lieutenant Hrary. That is right, yes. 


Senator Dantev. In other words, they have come into this picture 
now to where most of your sales in this city, as well as over the 
country, are made by these, what you call, little pushers. 

Lieutenant Heavy. That is right. 

Senator Danrev. And they are pushing much dope, aren’t they ? 


Lieutenant Heary. They sure are. They buy an ounce and cut it 
up and make 4 or 5 ounces. 
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Senator Dante. By my rough caleulation in my head, if it 
costing around as low as S10 a day for these heroin addicts here, 
you have nearly a 330 million traffic. You have nearly 530 million 
a year being spent on dope in - s city by vour minimum figures of 
addicts, ¢ utting them down, say, to 6,500 ; ack lic ts. 

Lieutenant Hrary. Wait, excuse me, Senator 

Senator Danren. Yes, sir. 

Lieutenant Ileary. We still don’t have these 6.500 addicts here. 

Senator Dante.. You don’t have the 5,000, bee you have it back 
down to 6.500. How many do you think you have here ¢ 

Lieutenant Heary. Well, we have 1,000 in se iin ntiary, addicts, 
and the county jail is loaded with them, and the Bridewell is loaded 
Some of them are over there; we have peddlers, pushers, where we 
couldn't prove a sale case on them, that were given 4 and 5 years, and 
they are in the Bridewell. 

Senator Danrev. Well, if you take out all those in jail 

Lieutenant Heavy. Here, wait, I will show you. This is a break 
down from the narcotic court since 1951: In less than 1 vear we had 
4,053: for 1 year we had 2,156; 2-vear sentences, 77; 3 years, 18; 5 years, 
we had 8; and we had 2 given 5 years and a $5,000 fine. ‘That makes 
a total of 4,314 sent to jail from the narcotic court. 

Senator Danie.. Some of those are out, aren't they 

Lieutenant Hraty. Oh, yes; because we give them 1 and 2 years. 
They get right back in trouble. The go right 

Senator DanieL. They go right back. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Yes. 

Senator Daniev. Actually, isn’t this true, that your real trouble 
here in Chicago, just like it is in a lot of other places, is that you just 
have a revolving situation here? You have “+ addict population, 
some in the jail or in prison, and as soon as they get out, they go back 
to the heroin, and therefore you have them on the streets whenever 
they get out and buying heroin again. The same way with the 
peddlers. 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator DanteL. You keep them in the jail or in the prison awhile, 
and if it is a short time, they will be out pretty soon right back pew 
dling again. Isn't that why you have the constant problem here 

Lieutenant Heaty. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. If you had longer sentences or some way to keep 
the addicts off the streets through treatment first and then some othe: 
means if the treatment fails, wouldn't you be able finally to get these 
figures away down and keep them down? 

“Lieutenant Heaty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. Well, just to get some estimate now about how 
much money these addicts are spending here in Chicago, let us deduct 
everything you think ought to be deducted there, those who might be 
in jail or in prison. We have already deducted 1,500 marihuana 
addicts from your 8,000 figure. That got it down to 6,500. Now, 
how many do you think we ‘ought to deduct for those who are in jail? 
172, I believe, are now in the. county jail. How many ought we to 
deduct for the prisons and other incarceration ¢ 
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Lieutenant Hearty. Well, a lot of them, you know, since we started 
this drive and started to harass these addicts every time we would 
see them on the street, have left Chicago and gone elsewhere. 

Senator DanteL. Let us take a good, safe figure of the narcotic 
population you figure is probably on the streets or subject to being 
on the streets in a pretty short time. 

Lieutenant Hraty. Well, it would only be a rough guess. 

Senator Dante... What would you say? 

Lieutenant Heany. At the present time around Chicago / 

Senator Dante... Well, or in for just a short time and will be back 
pretty soon ¢ 

Lieutenant Hraty. Well, about 3,500. 

Senator Danie.. Well, even at 3,500, if it is costing $10 a day, and 
all the figures we have show none of the heroin addicts get by for 
$10 a day; do they? 

Lieutenant Heaty. Well, we have some heroin addicts that just joy 
pop on a weekend. 

Senator Dantet. Well, you said yourself you thought it cost heroin 
addicts from $10 to $50 a day; right ? 

Lieutenant Heaty. That is, if they have the money like these——- 

Senator DanreL. What is an average now for those, taking into 
consideration the joy poppers who just put it in their skin, those whe 
put it in their veins, all of them? What average would you say now 
of 3,500 addicts that are out on streets would they be spending? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Well, Senator, that varies because some of them 
may spend $1 or $2aday. Others might spend up to $25 and $50 or 
more. They have a bad habit. 

Senator Daniev. Don’t you think it would be safe for an absolute 
minimum to multiply that by $10 a day ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, I would say that’s rather high consider- 
ing the majority of these poor addicts that you have that are out 
around stealing, committing petty larcenies, and shoplifting to get 
money to buy narcotics. 

Senator Dante. I will say to you now, we haven’t had one before 
us yet who was under $10 a day, and I have asked Mr. Aman that 
question, the Federal supervisor for the Bureau of Narcotics here. 
and he says a more realistic minimum average would be $15 a day. 
I dropped to $10 to just try to get at the rockbottom minimum. 

1 will say as far as the experience that I have had for 6 months 
on this committee, I would say that $10 would be a basic minimum 
for heroin addicts, the basic minimum average which would run to 
$22 million, over $22 million a year which these addicts are spending 
for heroin. 

Now, let me ask you this: Most of these addicts steal, rob, or in 
some way obtain property in order to pay for this addiction, don’t 
they ? 

Lieutenant Heaty. Commit various crimes to get money. 

Senator Dantet. Those who do it by stealing property and shop- 
lifting have to steal a lot more property than the amount of dollars 
of heroin that they are going to get; don’t they ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. They sure do. 

Senator Dantret. About what percentage more? In other words, 
if a man is going to steal property to get money to buy his heroin, 
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about how much difference in the value of property would he have 
to steal from the actual money cost of the heroin ¢ 

Lieutenant Heary. I woul l Say that when the *y steal the stuff, t they 
don't get 10 percent of the value of the stuff. 

Senator Danrev. In other words, those heroin addicts out of this 
group, 3,500, out of this group which I would say spent at least $22 
million annually here in Chicago, those who do it by stealing prop 
erty are stealing a lot more property than the cost of that heroin. 

Lieutenant Heavy. That is right. 

Senator DanteL. The property is valued at a lot more than the cost 
of the heroin, costing the taxpayers, the citizens of Chicago, a lot of 
money to sustain their habits; isn’t it? 

Lieutenant Hearty. It sure is. 

Senator Dantev. At least 3 or 4 times as much as the value of prop 
erty would have to be taken than the value of the heroin. 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. We realize it, too, and the stores 
realize it, and that is why we keep harassing these addicts, picking 
them up every time we see them on the street. 

Senator Dante. Now, do you have anything more on sentences 
there? Do you have any other illustrations of sentences which are 
so low they do not deter the traffic ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, we had a case there, of a peddler, white 
peddler, I believe it was 8 or 9 months ago. One of our agents, one of 
our officers, was cut into this peddler, and he bought $1,200 worth of 
heroin in 1 week. When he was arrested, we recovered about $1,100 
of our money, and he was given a very small sentence, I guess it was 
only one to—here it is. He was given 3 years in the Federal peni- 
tentiary. Those were wholesalers. 

Senator Dantez. Is that a Federal case or State case ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. It was a State case. We worked together with 
the Government men. They put the money up. 

Senator DanteL. Was he ae g wholesaler ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. He was a pretty good peddler. 

Senator Dantex. Had he been convicted before ? 

Lieutenant Hraty. No; he hadn’t. He had been convicted of other 
crimes. He had been convicted of robbery years back. 

Senator Dantev. I will ask your assistant if you have a total on all 
of the sentences, total number of sentences rendered by your narcotics 
court, your municipal court; do you have those ? 

Mr. Dearnam. Yes, sir; and you do, too. I submitted that. 

Senator Danret. All right. How many? "What is the total? 

I have here 4,314; is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Hraty. That is correct. 

Senator Danien. Since it was established and began work April 
1951 and through December 1954, 4.314 cases. How many of those 
cases were sentences of less than 1 year? 

Lieutenant Heary. 2,053. 

Senator Danrex. And how many with sentences of 1 year? 

Lieutenant Heatry. 2,156. 

Senator Dante. So of the 4,314 cases, there were over 4,200 in which 
sentences were 1 year or less; right ? 

Lieutenant Heary. Let me explain this now. 

Senator Danrex. Let me know if that is right and then explain it. 
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Lieutenant Heary. That is right, but these are not all narcotics 
charges. These are people that were brought into the narcotic court 
for other violations, larceny- 

Senator Danie. I understood this is the narcotics court in 
which- 

Lieutenant Heavy. It is the narcotic court. Every addict 

Senator Danrev. And all of these were involved in some type of 
narcotic violation; is that right ¢ 

Lieutenant Hraty. No; not all violations committed by addicts. 

Senator Dante. I mean, these all involve addicts. 

Lieutenant Hearty. These all involve addicts. 

Senator Daniev. And they involve either the offenses directly con- 
nected with addicts or indirectly such as stealing and things of that 
kind. 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Danre.. And that is a total of 414, and over 4,200 of 
them received 1 year or less sentence, is that right ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator DanreL. Well, it is only here in recent months, isn’t it, that 
your local municipal court, your narcotics court, has been dishing out 
really heavy sentences ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. That is right. 

Senator Danrev. So, until they started doing that, isn’t that one 
reason that it is possible that addicts and peddlers started coming in 
here from other States ? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Well, when this court was organized by Judge 
Gorman, Judge Gorman gave out some pretty stiff sentences. 

Senator Daniev. Well, evidently not many. 

Lieutenant Hearty. Oh, ves; he gave out a good many when he was 
sitting here, but there was a lot of change of venue. 

Senator Dantet. In all of this number, you have 5-year sentences 
in only 10 cases. 

Lieutenant Heaty. But Judge Gorman has been away from that 
court. 

Senator Dantex. I understand, but I mean under everybody. The 
addicts and traffickers are not paying too much attention which judge 
is on the court unless he is a real tough judge, a really tough judge, 
and out of the 4,314, only 10 were of 5 years, up to December 1954. 
That doesn’t count this year. There were only 18 for 3 years, and only 
77 for 2 years. All the rest of them were 1 year or under. 

Lieutenant Hrary. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Don’t you think that that might be one thing that 
made things look a little brighter here to addicts and peddlers? 

Lieutenant Heary. No. 

Senator Danie.. Well, let me ask you this: It sure was brighter 
then to addicts and peddlers than it 1s now in that court, wasn’t it? 

Lieutenant Hrary. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danten. All right. 

Lieutenant Hraty. But probably the judge, on the charge that the 
prisoner was brought before him on, could give him only up to 1 year. 
You see, on those 5-year sentences 

Senator Dantet. Maybe that is so, so the blame doesn’t go back 
strictly to the judge, but to the law under which he is operating; right ? 
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Lieutenant Heavy. Now, a lot of cases were not narcotics, but addicts 
were arrested for larceny and other violations. 

Senator DanteL. Well, that is what Tsay. It seems to me that ow 
rentences, given to those addicts, should be 

Lieutenant Heary. All a judge can give a prisoner for larceny is up 


to a year unless it is grand lare eny, and then they hold thee to the 
grand jury. 

Senator DanreL. That is what I am saying, either the law ought to 
be changed, or something done in order to give them more 

Lieutenant Hrary. Right, I agree with you. 

Senator Daniev. Do you have the same figures worked out on State 
court cases as to the sentences? Do you have any statistics worked 
out on State and Federal courts like you have on the local court ¢ 

Lieutenant Hrary. No; we just have the name of the prisoner and 
the charge, and the disposition. 

Senator Dantre.. I see. 

Lieutenant Hea.y. This book goes back 

Senator DanreL. Mr. Aman, do you have the cases worked out on 
the Federal court base as to the number of total cases, and the different 
vears of sentences given in the Federal courts here ? 

Mr. Aman. I do,sir. I do since January 1. 

Senator Danie. You mean for this year? 

Mr. Aman. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. We will get those when you go on the stand either 
this afternoon or in the morning. 

All right, is there anything else you think we should cover concern 
ing this matter, any recomme nd: ations you have to give us and Congress 
as to what we ought to do? 

Lieuten: ant Hera. ms Yes, increase the forces at these ports of ent ry. 
[ understand in the city of Boston they only have one custom officer 
on duty there. 

Senator Dante... All right, sir, any other recommendation / 

Lieutenant Hearty. Well, I would recommend that after a peddler 
had been indicted, awaiting trial, he should not be admitted to bail. 

Senator DanreL. You mean you would constitutionally deny bail? 
Now why do you recommend that ? 

Lieutenant Heary. Well, we find when we get these peddlers and 
have them indicted, they get out on bond, and they are out selling 
dope again, and they work all the harder to raise money to pay the 
lawyer “and the bondsmen. 

Senator Danie... As a matter of fact, don’t the peddlers, when thes 
get out on bail intensify their sales and their efforts while awaiting 
trial ? 

Lieutenant Hleary. They do. 

Senator Dante.. That is true all over the country, we found. And 
even when they are out on appeal bond, don’t they, after conviction, 
get back into the racket ? 

Lieutenant Hearty. They sure do. 

Senator Dantret. Have you had a lot of those cases here in Chicago? 

Lieutenant Hearty. We had a few. I know that Moze Hightower, 
when he was out on appeal bond, was still working. We had a couple 
of other cases on him. 

Senator Dante. Don’t we have a man subpenaed here before the 
committee that is in the same position / 








4260 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Lieutenant Hearty. Are you referring to Mickey Battiesse? 

Senator Dante. Yes. 

Lieutenant Heary. He is on probation from the Federal court. 

Senator Danrev. Did you catch him with heroin while on probation 
from a Federal court sentence ? 

Lieutenant Heaty. We did. He is awaiting trial in our court now 
ona possession. 

Senator Dantev. I might say to you that during a period of 2 years 
in New York City a man who grew to be the biggest wholesale mari- 
huana operator did so during ‘the 2-year period ‘from his conviction 
for another narcotic offense and the time his appeal was disposed of. 
That was George Hall who appeared before this committee in New 
York. 

These bail bonds don’t stop the peddling; it sort of gives them a 
license to go back out and work awhile before their trial comes up. 

Lieutenant Hearty. That is right. 

Senator Danie.. Not a license, of course, but an opportunity. 

Then the big-time peddlers jump these bail bonds up to $25,000. 
The other day Sam Acardia in New Jersey jumped a $75,000 bail 
bond. He is gone. We interviewed one the other day, Antoine di 
Agostino, a Frenchman who is one of the biggest international dope 


Se 
racketeers in the world, who jumped $25,000 bail in Canada in the 


forties—1949 ? 

Mr. Speer. 1949. 

Senator Danie... In 1949, and he jumped bail and never came to 
trial, and he was just arrested in Texas the other day. He was work- 
ing in Mexico, carrying on his smuggling into this country of heroin 
in false bottom suitcases, and after the Bureau of Narcotics offered a 
$2,500 reward, this man was put on a plane from Mexico City to San 
Antonio, Tex., and it so happened that Federal officers met him at 
San Antonio. That is why we have him now, but the $25,000 bond 
didn’t stop him or any of his confederates. They jumped all their 
bonds, and it is something I think we should think about in the Con- 
gress. I don’t know what we can do, but it is an important matter. 

Now, anything else ? 

Lieutenant Heaty. That is about all. 

Senator Danie,. Congressman, would you like to ask any questions ? 

Mr. O’Brien. No. 

Mr. Speer. No questions. 

Senator Daniet. We have with us a representative of Senator 
Douglas’ office today, Mr. Edward Kelly, and we had a representative 
from Senator Dirksen’s office this morning. We welcome these gen- 
tilemen to sit with us through all of these proceedings when they find 
it possible for them to do. 

All right, sir. Thank you very much. You will be with us the 
rest of the time. 

You had one map that you were using which will be exhibit 1 of 
this hearing, and then you had another map which breaks it down as 
to the arrests, which we will mark as exhibit No. 2. 

Lieutenant Heary. All right. 

Senator Danrev. If you will hand them to the reporter. 
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Senator Danre.. We will have a 5-minute recess. 
(Short recess. ) 
Senator Danie. The committee will come to order. 





Raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you i 
are about to give before the subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the : 
truth, so help you God ? 

Miss Leeps. I do. 

Senator Danie. You may be seated. 

: 
TESTIMONY OF LILA LEEDS ; 


Senator Daniev. Will you please state your name / 

Miss Leeps. Lila Leeds. 

Senator Daniev. Where do you live? j 

Miss Leeps. Albany Park, Chicago, I]. 

Senator Daniev. Miss Leeds, I believe that you have had the unfor- 
tunate experience of having used marihuana ¢ 

Miss Lerps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. And having been addicted to heroin / 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniev. I believe you have agreed to give this committee . 
for our record the story of how it happened to you and the warnings 
that you would give to a congressional committee and to the public in 
general against the dangers of the drug? 

Miss Lerps. I do. 

Senator Dantex. I believe, as a matter of fact, that you wrote an 
article in 1952, in Colhier’s magazine entitled “Narcotics Ruined Me”? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, I did. 

Senator DanteL. Do you feel that narcotics did ruin your screen 
career / 

Miss Lerps. Very definitely, yes. ‘ 

Senator Dantet. Tell us, Miss Leeds, exactly how you happened to 


get started, first on m: arihuana and then on heroin, but before that, 
let me ask you, where were you born ? 
Miss Leeps. I was born in a very small town in Kansas, the State . 
of Kansas; Iola. It has a population of about 700 people. 
Senator Daniri. How long did you live in this small community 
in Kansas? ; 
Miss Lerps. Until I was about 12, and then I left with my brother 
who is 18 months older than myself, and went to Clovis, N. Mex. ; 
Senator Dantev. Then, how long did you live there? 
Miss Leeps. Until I was approximately 17. 
Senator Daniex. Then where did you move? . 
Miss Leeps. Well, I left home myself. 
i 


Senator Danret. Where did you go? 

Miss Leeps. I went with an older girl friend of mine that I had 
worked with at a theater in Clovis, N. Mex. We went to St. Louis 
together. She had relatives there. 

Senator Dantev. Before you left home at the age of 17, while you 
were living in Kansas and New Mexico with your family, had you 
ever used marihuana or any other type of narcotic? 

Miss Leeps. No, sir; I had never seen nor heard of it. 
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Senator Danrev. Had you, during that time, ever had any kind of 
warning concerning marihuana or narcotics ¢ 

Miss Leep. No, sir; I had never heard of it. I had heard the word 
“dope” but in a hush; very hush tone. I mean, maybe once or twice 
in my life. 

Senator DanreL. Had you ever heard of any dope fends? 

Miss Leeps. No. 

Senator Danter. As a child? 

Miss Lervs, No, sir. 1 don’t think they had such a thing In my 
hometown. It was too small. 

Senator Dantet. While you lived with your family in Kansas and 
New Mexico, did you attend church and go to school ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. I came from a very religious family. 

Senator Daniev. After you left your family at the age of 17 and 
moved to St. Louis, did you get away from school and the church, 
away from your as influences ? 

Miss Leens. Yes, I did. 

Senator Daxter. When did you ae smoke marihuana ¢ 

Miss Lerps. Well, I was, as I say, more or less on nv OWN, and | 
took a job as a sales clerk there : iat made friends with anothe ‘rv girl my 
age in the store, and we went out together in the evening time, and 
went around, more or less, to dances together: and we liked musi: 
very much, and we stayed out late one night at a place called Tune 
Town Ballroom in St. Louis. I think now it is a bowling alley. 

Senator Danret. T-u-n-e Town Ballroom ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. It is no longer there now. I heard that. It is 
now a bowling alley. It is in St. Louis, right off Olive Street, Olive 
and Grand, and we st ived over to have something to eat with the 
musicians from Stan Kenton’s band, if I remember correctly, and 
they asked us up to have a drink at their hotel room, and we did. 

There was a girl singer along so we didn’t think anything about it, 
and that is where I was introduced to what they call a stick of 
tea. 

Senator Danrex. Stick of tea? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, that is what the nickname is, I would say, for 
marihuana. 

Senator Dantet. T-e-a? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, tea, like you drink. 

Senator Danrev. Was that the first marihuana you had ever seen ! 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. That was at the age of 17 in St. Louis? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. Just tell us, were some of the men smoking ? 

Miss Lerps. They were all smoking, and I guess that is why I 
didn’t question it and didn’t see any harm in it. I mean, it seemed 
to be quite a laughing matter. 

Senator Danre.. Did your girl friend use it / 

Miss Lerps. She took a couple puffs like myself. We both claimed 
that we didn’t feel anything sail they asked us to get up and walk 
around the chair or something, which we did automatically, and then 
they said, “Oh, well, you’re high” or something like that. I did feel 
a slight—something, I couldn’t quite say what it was like. 

Senator Dante. Well, then, while you were in St. Louis, did you 
continue to try marihuana off and on? 
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Miss Leeps. Well, I took ill right after that. I wasn’t there too 
long, maybe 3 months and my mother came after me. I caught pneu- 
monia and she took me back to New Mexico with her. 

Senator Dante.. Did you use marihuana in New Mexico? 

Miss Leeps. No, sir; I had forgotten completely about that ex- 
perience. 

Senator Danrex. Did you use heroin or any other drug? 

Miss Leeps. No. 

Senator Danre.. After your St. Louis experience? 

Miss Leeps. No. 

Senator Danre.. Then where did you go from New Mexico? 

Miss Leeps. Well, my mother’s husband was in the Army and he 
went overseas. She was quite ill so she took me to California with 
her. 

Senator DanreL. To what place? 

Miss Lereps. To Los Angeles. 

Senator Danret. How old were you then? 

Miss Leeps. Eighteen. 

Senator Dante.. That was about what year? 

Miss Leeps. Well, let’s see. I was born in 1928 so that would be 
1944—1945—no, 1946, I guess. 

Senator DanreL. You were 18—that would be 1946. 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. What did you do in California—in Los Angeles? 

Miss Leeps. Well, I took a job as a waitress first. 

Senator Danie. At what place? 

Miss Leeps. At a place down the street from where we lived on 
Sunset. Boulevard. 

Senator Dantex. In Hollywood ? 

Miss Leeps. It was called Fox Studio Cafe. Actually, it wasn’t 
connected with a picture studio—it was an old picture studio and it 
just bore that title, that’s all. It was just a small hamburger joint, 
is what it was. 

Senator Dantre.. Fox Studio Cafe? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante... How long was it before you got into the movies? 

Miss Leeps. Well, approximately 9 months to a year, I would say. 

Senator Danie. How did you happen to get into the movies? 

Miss Leeps. I didn’t—it didn’t seem like I was there any length 
of time, maybe a month or a couple of months and I was walking 
down the street and I was stopped by a man quite well known, Mr. 
Jackie Coogan, and he asked me my name and everything, and I 
told him where I was from and he said he couldn’t understand why 
I wasn’t thinking of getting into pictures, and I told him I didn’t 
know anyone in Los Angeles, and he said maybe I should take a 
job instead of as a waitress where I could be seen so I asked him if 
he had any suggestions, and he said why didn’t I take a job as a hat 
check girl which is what I immediately did at Ciro’s Night Club. 

Senator Dante... C-i-r-o? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante... Ciro’s Night Club? 

Miss Lerps. Yes, that is on Sunset Strip. 

Senator Dantev. Jackie Coogan got you that job? 

Miss Lreps. Yes. 
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Senator Danrev. All right. Then what happened { 

Miss Leeps. Well, I didn’t get any offers—I got a lot of offers 
for dates, but no movie contracts, but I did manage to save a little 
money, and I had inquired a little bit more into it, and I had been 
told to go into a little theater and do a play because the talent scouts 
make rounds of all the little theaters to find new talent which is 
what I did. 

I quit Ciro’s after a couple of months and went to the Bliss-Hayden 
Theater which is run by Harry Hayden and Paul Bliss. They are 
both character actors. 

Senator Dante.. How do you spell that ¢ 

Miss Leeps. H-a-y-d-e-n-, and Bliss is B-]-i-s-s. Well, I was quite 
lucky. I landed the lead in a comedian role called Campus Honey 
moon, 

Senator Danie. What picture was that ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Campus Honeymoon. 

Senator Danret. What studio? 

Miss Lerps. Well, this was the play. 

On opening night the talent scouts made their rounds and I had 
quite a few offers so I thought I would take the best. I picked Metro 
Goldwyn-Mayer because | thought that was the top studio at the 
time and I was assigned to—I signed a contract the next morning 
without a screen test. 

Senator Dante... Did you make some pictures for MGM? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, I made 3 or 4 pictures while I was there. I was 
there eighteen months. 

Senator Danret. Then what studio did you go to? 

Miss Leeps. Well, my agent thought that he could better me a 
little bit if I switched to Warner Bros. They didn’t have quite so 
many under contract and they needed my type at that time. 

Senator Danret. About that time, who were the other budding 
stars, young women who came along during that time in the movies? 

Miss Leeps. Well—— 

Senator Danrev. Your contemporaries. I have been told that 
you had as promising a career in the movies as several actresses who 
are now still in the movies. Could you identify some of those who 
were contemporaries of yours? 

Miss Leeps. I worked with Ava Gardner and Lana Turner. 

Senator Danre.. Lana Turner? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. We made a picture—and Janet Blair, Jack 
Carson, and Ann Sothern. 

Senator Dante... All right. 

Miss Leeps. Those are people I worked with. 

Senator Danie. Then at Warners what happened ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, I was there for 2 years, and then I showed up 
late one day on the set, so we had a little disagreement, and they sus 
pended me. So I free-lanced for a couple of months. 

Senator Danre.. Why were you late on the set at Warners? 

Miss Lreps. Well, I had gone to a jam session, actually, and just 
overslept, but it cost—— 

Senator Dantet. Is there any reason you overslept? What hap- 
pened at the jam session ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, I might have been under the influence of tea 
I don’t know. I had a few drinks. 
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Senator Dante. By “tea” you mean marihuana ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danre.. You had some liquor and marihuana ¢ 

Miss Lereps. Yes. 

Senator Daniev. Is that what caused you to be late the next 
morning / 

Miss Lereps. Well, I guessso. I was out late, and | just overslept. 

Senator Dantev. During this period of time—this covers now about 
how many years in Holly wood—about 31 » years ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. And you had been in how many movies ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Approximately 10or11. 

Senator Daniev. During this period of time had you been smoking 
marihuana ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Off and on. 

Senator Danie,. Was there considerable use of marihuana during 
that time in Hollywood ¢ 

Miss Leeps. I would say there was. 

Senator Danren. Mostly among what type of people? 

Miss Lerps. Well, not so much, I don’t think, with the higher stars 
and the older—I mean the people actually in the high brac ‘ket of the 
industry, but I think the people that had gone out to Hollywood and 
more or less had been disappointed, people that you would find—al- 
though a lot of musicians, very well known and very top musicians, 
smoked it, and quite a few of the stars that I met, of course, did, too. 

Senator Danret. Mostly among the younger or disappointed stars? 

Miss Lreps. Well, mostly, I would s say, in the lower-class cabarets. 

Senator Dantet. Was there considerable marihuana used among 
musicians in Hollywood at that time? 

Miss Leep. Yes; I would say there was. 

Senator Danie.. Have you found that generally true among musi- 
cians with whom you have associated over the country ? 

Miss Lerps. Yes; I would say with quite a few entertainers in 
general. 

Senator Danie.. That is, you are speaking now of marihuana ? 

Miss Leens. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Is that true today as much as it was several years 
back ? , 

Miss Leeps. Well, I haven’t worked the past year. I have been 
staying home with my family, so I couldn’t say about the past vear. 

Senator Daxter. Well, before that? 

Miss Leeps. But before that, I couldn’t see any change; no. 

Senator Dantex. I believe you married and you are now married to 
an outstanding musician ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. What is his name? 

Miss Leeps. Irvin Rochlin. 

Senator Dante. That is spelled 

Miss Leeps. I-r-v-i-n R-o-c-h-]-i-n. 

Senator Dantet. Is he a pianist? 

Miss Lerps. Yes; a pianist. 

Senator Dantev. I believe he has used both marihuana and heroin? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 
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Senator DanreL. Now, going back to the time that you were at 
Warner Bros., had you ever used heroin up until the time that you 
made pictures for Warner Bros. ! 

Miss Leeps. No; I hadn’t at that time. 

Senator Dantev. Did you lose out on your contract with Warner 
Bros. ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Tell us exactly how that happened ¢ 

Miss Lreps. Well, as I said, I was put on suspension, and I free 
lanced and made a picture at Universal and one at Hal Roach; and 
then they decided to give me a second chance and they brought me 
back and doubled my salary and gave me a second lead in a picture. 

Senator Danrev. At Warner Bros. ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. What picture was that ‘ 

Mr. Leeps. That was House Across the Street with Wayne Morris 
and Janet Blair, and 4 days after that picture was finished, we were 
supposed to draw up new contracts and I was arrested with Mitchum. 

Senator DanteL. You were arrested with whom ? 

Miss Leeps. With Robert Mitchum, 4 days after we finished that 
picture. 

Senator Danre.. Is that what caused you to lose your contract ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever draw a new contract with Warner 
Bros. ? 

Miss Leeps. No, sir. 

Senator Daniev. Had they agreed to and were plans being made 
for a new contract / 

Miss Lreps. Oh, yes; but they backed down immediately. 

Senator Danren. Just tell us what it was that you were engaged 
in with Robert Mitchum—marihuana or what ? 

Miss Lerps. Well, we had been seeing a little bit of each other. 
He was separated from his wife at that time and we had been going 
together, maybe 3 or 4 nights a week for the past 2 or 3 weeks, any 
way. I had seen him and in that time I had learned that he had 
smoked it and he learned that I had smoked it and so he said, well, 
we'll have to—a friend of his could get some and we’ll have to get 
together and I said, “Well, fine, you can come up to my house.” 

Senator Danren. Robert Mitchum had told you that he had smoked 
marihuana before ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Had you smoked marihuana with him before this 
occasion on which you were arrested ? 

Miss Lerps. Yes; once or twice. 

Senator Dante. Where? 

Miss Lerps. Well, we went out to see his sister perform one night 
she is also an entertainer—and on the way back home he met someone 
at the club—I don’t know who it was, but, anyway, we had a stick on 
the way home. 

Senator Danren. All right. Had you smoked marihuana with him 
at all before then ? 

Miss Lexps. No 


Senator Dante. Other than that one time before you were arrested ¢ 
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Miss Lreps. It seems like one other time in the car, but I can’t 
remember—I couldn’t say for sure. I might be thinking of the other 
time. 

Senator Dante. Now, tell us about the occasion of your arrest. 
Just how did that happen and where ? 

Miss Lreps. Well, I had a little house up on Coldwater Canyon, 
and—well, I also had an apartment I kept where my mother was 
living. Actually, I was just moving into this house, and I had taken 
it because my mother had decided to move in with me, and she had a 
little boy, and I thought it would be nice to have a place instead of an 
apartment so that he could have a yard, so I had gotten this little 
house and I was trying to clean it up and fix it before she moved out 
of the apartment. 

Well, there was a musician that lived next door to me in the apart- 
ment building, and he introduced me to this girl, Vicki Evans, one 
day and said— 

Senator Dante. V-i-c-k-i? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. He said she was a girl from New York looking 
for a job and was low on funds, and did I need someone to help me 
around the house, that she was a dancer, and so I said, Sure; she could 
come up and stay with me on the hill. I didn’t like to be alone up 
there, and she could help me up there, and maybe I could help her 
get a job. I didn’t know too much about her, but I just took it for 
what hs said; and on the night of the arrest no one knew except she 
and I and Bob and his friend Robin Ford that he and Robin were 
coming. 

Semnie Dante. Now, you said the fourth person was Robin ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Ford—F-o-r-d? 

Miss Leeps. Yes; Ford, like a car—F-o-r-d—Robin Ford. 

Senator Danie. Isee. Continue. 

Miss Leeps. She and I were showering and getting dressed, and I 
had two large boxers, and they were on the back porch. I had a back 
porch in this small house. It was only four and a half rooms, and it 
was screened in. It had a lot of windows, so I put the dogs out there, 
but the kitchen was next to the back porch, and between the kitchen 
and back porch, right over the sink, was a window—you understand 
what I mean—a window that went from the kitchen to the back porch, 
besides the door going out on the back porch. I went around—dis- 
tinctly I remember—and closed all the doors. I remember locking 
the back door. 

Senator DanteL. Was that after Robert Mitchum and Robin Ford 
had gotten there ? 

Miss Leeps. No that was before, because I was getting ready to 
shower and I made sure the house was locked and I went in and show- 
ered and put the dogs on the back porch and locked the door, came back 
out of my shower and Bob called from down the hill and I told him the 
directions, how to get up and he arrived about 5 minutes later. We all 
went into the living room and the dogs were still on the back porch. 
Now, Vicki seemed hesitant. Now, once before I knew that this girl 
smoked marihuana because the musician that introduced me to her did 
and on the occasion that I met her, which was at his apartment, it was 
being smoked so I knew that she did smoke it, but somehow, when he 
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tossed down the pack of marihuana on the coffee table and said, “Help 
yoursel f”—— 

Senator Danret. Who did that? 

Miss Leeps. Well, Bob. I had— 

Senator Daniet. When you say Bob, you mean Robert Mitchum 
or Robin Ford ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, maybe I hadn't better say which one. They were 
together, let’s put it that way. 

Senator Dantev. Which one did you mean when you say he tossed 
down the pack of marihuana on the coffee table ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Actually, 1 meant Mitchum. 

Senator Danie... Robert Mitchum ? 

Miss Lerps. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. He tossed them on the coffee table and said what ¢ 

Miss Leeps. He said, “Let’s get high” or “Help yourself.” 

Senator Dante.. How long had he been there before he did that? 

Miss Leeps. Just the moment he came in. 

Senator Dantet. All right. 

Miss Leeps. Well, that was the idea, that we were going to smoke 
some tea, So—— 

Senator Danrev. Then did all four of you smoke marihuana / 

Miss Leeps. I took a stick and he took one and so did Robin Ford, 
but Vicki Evans didn’t. She said,“I think I hear the dogs on the back 
porch” and went to the back porch and when she came back there were 
Federal agents rushing behind her getting in so I never did know 
whether she let them in or what. 

Senator Dante.. They arrested you? 

Miss Lerps. Yes, but all I know is that I asked them, and I sin 
cerely did-—I said, “Well, it is my house and I know that I am respon- 
sible so why don’t you let them go,” and I truthfully did ask them 
that. They testified at her trial that she said that. 

Senator Dantev. That she said that? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, they lied. 

Senator Dantez. Instead of you? 

Miss Leeps. And she got off scot-free. 

Senator Dante... Did you try to take the responsibility for having 
the marihuana ? 

Miss Leeps. At that time I did. I hated it because—I mean, Bob 
was a big star, even at that time, you know. 

Senator Dante... Did they tell you where they got the marihuana ? 

Miss Leeps. I knew where they got it. 

Senator Dante.. Where did they get it? 

Miss Leeps. Oh, well, from this Robin Ford. That is where Bob 
always got it. They caught him later, while he was on bond. We 
were all on bond and they caught him after that. 

Senator Danre.. Selling marihuana ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Or in possession of it ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante. And selling it? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And Robert Mitchum had been buying it from 
him before? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 
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Senator Daniev. He had told you that? 

Miss Leeps. They proved that later; yes. 

Senator Danret. Were both of you convicted for being in posses- 
sion of or using marihuana in California ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Well, Robin Ford was arrested again while on bond 
and he stood a separate trial, and Vicki Evans skipped bond and went 
back to New veak, so Bob and I stood trial together. 

Senator Danret. Both of you served a sentence? 

Miss Leeps. We did the same; yes. We had 60 days and 2 years’ 
probation. 

Senator DanteL. And you served the 60 days? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. Is that the first time you had ever been in jail? 

Miss Lexrps. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Have you ever been in jail since then ? 

Miss Lerps. While I waited for bond to be made, once. 

Senator Daniet. Up to that time had you used any heroin? 

Miss Leeps. I had seen it used. 

Senator Danret, Had you ever used it in any way, sniffed it or 
shot it ? 

Miss Leeps. No; I had never shot it, that I know. 

Senator Danrev. Had you ever sniffed it? 

Miss Leeps. I might have tried it. I think I did once before that. 

Senator Daniex. After you served this sentence, did Warner Bros. 
take you back? 

Miss Leeps. No. 

Senator Dantet. Were you able to get any more work in the film 
colony ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Well, yes; I did a picture. These people came to me 
right after I was released and they said that they had a documentary 
picture, is how they put it to me on narcotics; that they thought 
it would do a lot of good in the United States. What they really 
did was make a picture of narcotics and exploit the whole thing to 
make money. It wasn’t—they didn’t use it to do good, like they said 
they were going to, or I would have never made it because it only 
made matters worse for me after that. 

Senator Dantet. Was that before you started using heroin or after? 

Miss Leeps. That was before. 

Senator Danrev. And you played the lead in that picture? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danre,. What was the name of that picture? 

Miss Leeps. Well, they started out—they first called it Wild Weed. 
They later changed it to She Should Have Said No. [Laughter.] 

Senator Danrex. Was it all based on marihuana ? 

Miss Lerps. All narcotics. 

Senator Danret. That was about what year now? 

Miss Lexps. 1949 or 1950—yes, 1950. 

Senator Dantet. How long was it after that that you started using 
heroin ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, it is very bad. When you put a girl that is 20 
with a bunch of addicts—I had really—I didn’t know the ropes, but I 
learned them all within 60 days. I heard everything there was to 
know. 
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Senator Danre.. Were you in prison in California with some heroin 
addicts? 

Miss Leeps. Oh, yes. 

Senator Dante... Did you hear about the use of heroin from them ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir; everything. 

Senator DanreL. Hearing about it from the people who were in 
prison, did that make it attractive to you? 

Miss Leeps. They made it sound so; yes. 

Senator Dantev. Did they arouse your curiosity while you were talk- 
ing with them in prison ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, plus the fact, though, that my own friend—I had a 
girl frierfd that I had smoked marihuana with that I saw sniff this 
heroin once before I had gone in. That is where I saw it that one 
time. 

Senator Danret. You had a girl friend who was sniffing heroin be- 
fore you went to prison ¢ 

Miss Leeps. I saw her sniff it once and she acted like she certainly 
enjoyed it. 

Senator Dantex. All right, just tell us how you first used heroin 
and when? 

Miss Leeps. Well, I think it was through the relationship of this 
girl. 

Senator Dante. A friend of yours was using it ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, when I got out. She still came over to see me and I 
guess I felt closer to her than perhaps other people because they were 
still coming around to see me where a lot of my other friends had 
dropped out so I felt closer to them than I did the right sort of people 
at that time so I was easier prey to fall into that sort of thing. 

Senator Danret. Would you say that your beginning the use of 
heroin was more or less due to associating with friends who used 
heroin ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Especially this one girl friend who was a close 
friend ? 

Miss Leeps. Very definitely. 

Senator Dantev. Were any of these people who influenced you con- 
cerning the use of heroin trying to sell it to you, or did they later sell 
it to you? 

Miss Lerps. No, they never 

Senator Danteu. It was strictly from association ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Yes. They would ask me. They never tried to force 
it upon me. 

Senator Danrev. Did you meet with them in groups when they were 
using heroin ? 

Miss Lerps. No, it was always perhaps 1 or 2, 3 or 4 friends in a 
group. 

Senator Dantet. Would some of them sniff the herein and the other 
ones used it in their arms and veins? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. When I began to go around, there was more to 
that sort of thing. After I had tried it once, and saw them, naturally I 
saw different ways and saw it used in different ways. 

Senator Dante. The first heroin you used, did you sniff it or shoot 
it in your arm? 
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Miss Lerps. I sniffed it. 

Senator Dante.. How long was it before you started shooting the 
heroin with a hypodemic needle in your arm / 

Miss Leeps. Well, I tried it right way, but I was very frightened- 
maybe I had a great imagination, but it ‘seemed to me I could hear it 
bubble through 1 my shoulder as it was going in. I had always heard— 
[ mean I had heard from the group that air bubbles—you would die 
and I became frightened so after I had shot it once or twice, I never 
shot it again for practically 3 years. 

Senator Danie. You stayed off it for 3 years? 

Miss Leeps. I passed out when I took the second shot and I never 
shot again after that. 

Senator Dante.. For 3 years? 

Miss Lerps. That is right. 

Senator Danreu. Were you still in Hollywood ? 

Miss Leeps. Off and on; for a year or that time I was, yes. 

Senator Dantex. Did you still associate with the same people ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. And were you sniffing heroin at all during that 
time ? 

Miss Lereps. Yes, maybe once a week; maybe once every 2 weeks, 
something like that. 

Senator Daniev. When did you marry Irvin Rochlin? 

Miss Leens. 1952. 

Senator Dantet. Was he using heroin when you married him? 


Miss Lerps. Yes, but he had never been addicted. He was what 
you would call a chippie. 


Senator Dantet. Were you using it? 

Miss Leeps. No, sir, I hadn’t used anything for a year 

Senator Danrex. But he was shooting it in his skin, is that right? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danie. And did you start using it again after marrying 
him ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, yes, I did. 

Senator Danret. Then how long did you use heroin after marrying 
your husband in 1952? 

Miss Leeps. Well, we didn’t become addicted right away. I mean, 
we just shot it now and then. We worked on the road quite a bit 
out of Chicago and out of the main cities—small towns like Kankakee, 
and around ‘the Middle West, where we didn’t know anyone or cer- 
tainly wouldn’t know where to get it so it was quite some time, maybe 
2 years before we became : addicted to it. 

‘Senator Danrex. Then, when you did become addicted, how much 
did the habit cost you ? 

Miss Leeps. It would run us $80 a day. 

Senator Dante. About $40 apiece? 

Miss Lerps. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. And he was playing in some bands at the time? 

Miss Lerps. Yes, we were both working. 

Senator Danten. What type of work was he doin 

Miss Leeps. We were working together. We wor i together, sir. 

Senator Dantet. What type of work? 


Miss Lreps. He played piano and I sang. We had a group of 
musicians. 
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Senator Dante. A group of musicians under what name ‘ 

Miss Leeps. “Lila Leeds and Her Musical Escorts.” 

Senator Dante. Did you play in dance halls and on the stage at all ! 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir; dalle night clubs. 

Senator Dante.. And it was costing the two of you together about 
$80 a day for your heroin ¢ 

Miss Lreps. Well, it did at one time. At the very peak of it it cost 
us that much. 

Senator Danrev. And did you buy in various cities all over the 
country ¢ 

Miss Lreps. Well, you see, we booked through Chicago at that time, 
and we came through here perhaps once a week or once every 2 weeks, 
and usually we made the pickup in Chicago. 

Senator Dantex. You bought your heroin here 

Miss L FEDS. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Did it seem to be more plentiful here than in other 
cities where you had been ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Was it cheaper ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Had you bought it in Los Angeles ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. What other cities in the United States have you 
bought heroin in recent years ¢ 

Miss Lexps. Florida, Minneapolis, Boston, Los Angeles, San Fran- 
cisco, New York, and Kankakee. 

Senator Danie. Any foreign countries ¢ 

Miss Lerps. No, sir. I can’t remember any more. 

Senator Danten. What about the comparison of prices between here 
and Los Angeles ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, in Los Angeles it is $6 a cap, and by a cap I mean 
the size of a sleeping capsule. 

Senator Danret. And what is the price here ? 

Miss Leeps. $1.50. 

Senator Dante. $1.50? 

Miss Leeps. At that time, when I first came here it was. I don’t 
know what it is now. I think it is cheaper, a dollar or something 
like that. 

Senator DanreL. How long was it that you bought it at $1.50 a 
capsule? 

Miss Leeps. That was in 1951—1950. 

Senator Danie. About how much a year were you spending for 
heroin during 1950, 1951, and 1952 or during any 3-year period when 
vou had the habit the worst? I have those years here, but I am 
not sure they are accurate. I have this statement in which you figure 
you spent about $14,000 a year for heroin in certain years. 

Miss Lerps. Well, no. I think Mr. Speer asked me that question 
at my home and I think—my husband was there and we spoke up—we 
said that we counted it up 1 day, how much a person, if they were on 


a steady diet of $80 a day—how much it would add up to at the end of 
the year which would be $14,000. 


Senator Dantet. Did you ever spend that much? 
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Miss Leeps. We never bought for a full year at $80 a day at one 
time—do you understand what I mean? 
Senator Dante... Did you spend anywhere near that amount—— 
Miss Leeps. Oh, no. 
Senator Danrev. Per year? 
Miss Leeps. No. That would be, maybe a period of 3 months time . i 
. 
! 
; 





that we bought that much in a day, and that is the time just before I 
checked into the Cook County psychiatric ward when we got over our 
heads. We saw we couldn’t make it any other way. 

Senator Danrev. You saw what? 

Miss Leeps. We saw that we certainly couldn’t afford that after 2 
or 3 months. We had had a little bank account and it dwindled to 
nothing, and we sold our car and my husband got in troubleand Iwas | 
pregnant. I couldn’t work any nat I was pregnant with my fr 
younger son so I checked into the hospftal. 

Senator Dantet. Where did you eet into the hospital ? 

Miss Leeps. At Cook County. 

Senator Dantet. Here in Chicago? 


Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. ; 

Senator Danret. And did you take any kind of treatment there? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. In fact, I thought it was much better than 
Lexington. pa 

Senator Dantex. How long did you stay there? 

Miss Lreeps. Two weeks. un 


Senator Daniet. Were you able to get rid of the habit through 
that 2-week treatment? 

Miss Leeps Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. About what year was that? 

Miss Leeps. Well, 1952, I guess—1953—1952, pardon me. 

Senator DanteL. Was it after or before you wrote this article for 
Collier’s? 

Miss Leeps. That was before. That was 1952. 

Senator Danrev. Now, the article in Collier’s was July 1952. 

Miss Lerps. Yes. 

Senator Dantez. I believe this article does show you coming out of 
the Psychiatric Hospital in Chicago “where she was given 6 days’ 
treatment for dope addiction.” ar 

Miss Leeps. I was there 2 weeks. 

Senator Dantei. So, therefore, the article was written after you 
went to the psychiatric hospital ? th 

Miss Lerps. Yes; when I came out, that was written. 

Senator Danret. When you came out? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 


bi 
Senator Daniex. How long did you stay off heroin then? ! os 
Miss Lreps. Well, it was some time. It was until we went back to © 4 | 
California. 
Senator Daniev. You had every good intention of staying off — an 
heroin, didn’t you? | di 
Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. | re: 
Senator Danrex. Was it possible for your husband to continue his | lot 
work as a musician and for you to continue your work while you were hn 
on heroin? lor 


Miss Leeps. Yes; we did. 
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Senator Danrev. I mean, was it possible, though, for you to keep 
on? Finally, you came to a bad ending and ruined that work, too, 
didn’t you—the cost of the heroin did? 

Miss Lerps. Well, no; I had already quit work. That is why we 
couldn’t get the money. You see, as long as I was working we made 
quite a bit of money—as long as we didn’t spend too muc h on ¢ ‘lothes 
and other things like that; we didn’t drink. We had no vices of any 
other kind. 

Senator Danie. What I am getting at, didn’t your husband’s work 
as pianist fall off and his heroin addiction finally caused him to lose 
out, too, in the same way that marihuana had caused you to lose out 
in the movies? 

Miss Lerps. Well, yes. After he did time at Joliet, he was dropped 
from the union. Is that what you mean ‘ 

Senator Dante.. Yes. 

Miss Lreps. Yes. 

Senator Daniev. That is one thing. He was dropped from the 
musicians’ union ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danret. After having been sent to prison? 

Miss Lerps. That is because, you see, while he was here he couldn't 
pay his dues every month and they automatically dropped him. 


Senator Danret. Has he ever gotten back his membership in the 
union ? 


Miss Lerps. Yes. 

Senator DaNntrex. Since then he has? 

Miss Leeps. Two months ago. He is now working. 

Senator Dantex. Is he playing now ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Is he free of drugs now? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante.. How long has he been off drugs ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Since last February. 

Senator Danret. And how long have you been ? 

Miss LrEps. Since last February. 

Senator Danten. Now, you went back to drugs after writing this 
article and after having had your treatment in “Cook C ounty ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. After having firmly resolved never to go back to 
them ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danren. Of course, we have already gone over this with you 
but the reason I am asking it is I would like - you to explain how a 
person who had had that much trouble with heroin and who had had 
a baby in the meantime ever went back to it. Can you explain that ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, I went to California. We went to California 
and things weren’t as I had hoped to find them in California. We 
didn’t get to work right away. We did within a month’s time. That 
really wasn’t it. It was mostly association, I would say. I met a 
lot of my old friends and just got back in the circle, although my 
husband pleaded with me to stay away from them. I just would get 
lonely and he would be working and they would drop by the house, 
and I just finally found myself ‘back into that circle again. 
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Senator Dantet. Did you find some of your old friends back in 
Los Angeles were using heroin / 

Miss Leeps. Yes; most of them were. 

Senator Danre.. Most of your old friends? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danre.. Was this in Hollywood ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante... About how many people in Hollywood when you 
went back there in 1953 were using heroin ¢ 

Miss Leeps. How many would | know? 

Senator Dante. Yes, how many did you know that were using 
heroin ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Oh, maybe 10, 20. 

Senator Dante.. Ten to twenty / 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator DanreL. Was it your association with them, again, and 
their use of heroin that caused you to get back on it 4 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie,. What do you think is the biggest factor causing 
a person ever to start using heroin, or, after having once quit it to 
start it up again? 

Miss Leeps. Association. 

Senator Daniex. Getting back with the group—your friends are 
using itand you get back on it? Is that the way it was? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie.. Did your husband start using it again, too? 

Miss Lerps. Not for some time. 

Senator Danrex. But he did? 

Miss Lerps. Gradually, yes. 

Senator Danre.. After having gotten rid of the habit once he went 
back to it, too? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, within a week’s time. 

Senator Danret. Do you know of any two people who have had 
much more misery and trouble over heroin than you two? 

Miss Leeps. I know equals, but I don’t think any more 

Senator Daniet. Do you know any two people with any more prom- 
ising careers in their professions who have been ruined in their plans 
by heroin? 

Miss Leeps. No. 

Senator Danrex. And still, when you would get rid of it and off 
of it there was something that caused you to go back to it again ? 

Miss Lexps. Yes. 

Senator Danie. Do you wish to comment on that any further? 
Is it difficult to stay off of it when you associate with people who 
use it? 

Miss Leeps. It is hard not to associate with those people. It is 
hard to stay away from those people. 

Senator Daniex. Even though you would like to stay away from 
heroin, it is hard to stay away from the people and the drug; is that 
right? 

Miss Lereps. Yes; because you find a momentary escape or comfort 
there, so that, perhaps, you feel closer to that environment than 
others. It isa momentary relief of loneliness, I guess. 

Senator Danret. But it is only momentary; isn’t it? 





A aha ha ai ne ee OCI aie et ance Se 


ete nist Dela inline ei aR AN 





peice Nh AO MIE Ciba rn a a! Ne 


Neath Cuneta cee acne 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 4277 


Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. Things become worse soon after a person gets 
to use it? 

Miss Leeps. Oh, yes. 

Senator Dante. And as you said in this article, narcotics rumed 
your career ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. And it has certainly brought misery to you. What 
would be your advice to young people who might have an opportunity 
to read this record as far as marihuana and heroin are concerned? 

Miss Leeps. Well, I think that they can find just as much pleasure 
in enjoying the things that I liked, perhaps, like music and enter- 
tainers—I like to be around entertainers and things—they could find 
just as much pleasure without a sedative or stimulant, whichever one 
it happened to be, as they can with it. 

Senator Dante... Did smoking marihuana help lead you into heroin ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Yes; definitely. 

Senator Danret. Would you recommend to young people never to 
take a chance on smoking a marihuana cigarette ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Yes. It 1s just like an alcoholic. Once you take one, 
you keep on going. 

Senator Daniev. Could you recommend anything to Congress to 
further outlaw marihuana as well as heroin ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, I do feel that there has to be some reason why 
certain people get involved with the drug, and the only thing that 
it could possibly be from my point of view would be some mental 
disturbance with the person, and from my own experience in Lexington 
under psychiatic therapy, I believe that certainly is a great help to 
a person that has used it, and does sincerely want to get rid of it. 

I have known quite a few addicts, and I can honestly say that I 
don’t believe there is an addict in the world that wouldn’t really like 
to get away from it. 

Senator Danteu. If they just could? 

Miss Leeps. If they just could. 

Senator Danrex. In what year did you go to the Federal hospital in 
Lexington ? 

Miss Leeps. Last year, sir. 

Senator Dantet. How long did you stay there? 

Miss Lreps. I volunteered and stayed 714 months. 

Senator Dantex. Have you gone back to heroin since you came out 
of Lexington? 

Miss Leeps. The moment I got out I did. 

Senator DanteL. Ma’am ? 

Miss Leeps. The moment I got out I did. 

Senator DanreL. You mean after 714 months of treatment at the 
Federal hospital you went right back to it ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. I thought you just said that the treatment at Lex- 
ington helped people ? 

Miss Leeps. Well, it did, and I had become dependent upon it, 
too much so. 

Senator Dantex. Upon the treatment ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes; iceman and all that, and I felt completely lost 
without it when I got out and, perhaps, that might have been an excuse 
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in my littlemind. I went right back toit. I found myself faced with 
quite a few problems—my husband just getting out and living with in- 
laws and not enough money and this and that. 

Senator Danret. Your husband had been off to prison in the mean- 
time ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dante... On what type of charge? 

Miss Leeps. It was violation of probation, sir. A doctor stated in 
Kankakee that he had gotten this prescription from him by force. He 
did not force him to write it but he told a lie to get it, he said. And 
they considered that violation of probation. 

Senator Dante. It was a narcotics charge ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. And he was in prison at the time you got out of 
Lexington ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes; he did a year. 

Senator Dantex. When did you get out of Lexington ? 

Miss Leeps. Last year. 

Senator Dantet. The latter part of last year ? 

Miss Leeps. Last fall. 

Senator Danie. And you went right back the day after you got 
out ? 

Miss Leeps. For approximately—we messed around then for ap- 
proximately 4 to 5 weeks, perhaps 2 months. 

Senator Dante. Where did you buy the heroin when you got out ? 

Miss Leeps. Mostly on the street. 

Senator Danteu. Here in Chicago? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Did you have any trouble finding it ? 

Miss Leeps. No. Well, a little; yes. 

Senator Danrev. After you made contact once, then did you have 
any trouble getting as much as you wanted ? 

Miss Leeps. No. 

Senator Danrev. And you used it for about how long? 

Miss Leeps. Approximately 2 months. 

Senator Dante.. Did you get back associating with any other 
heroin users immediately after coming out of Lexington? 

Miss Lereps. Not too many. We stayed still mostly to ourselves 
because I was very worried. I was concerned about getting my chil- 
dren back. The State was holding them. 

Senator Danren. You had two children then ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, and although I was getting involved, I didn’t want 
to get involved. I was still trying to stay off to myself which we 
did do. 

Senator Daniev. That is you and your husband did that? 

Miss Leens. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. After he got out of prison and soon thereafter ? 

Miss Lreps. Yes, and when he finally got straightened around with 
a decent job and our own apartment, away from his family, why, we 
went for help to the authorities here in Chicago and did receive help, 
and told them that we had had a little trouble getting ourselves put 
together; we wanted our lives pieced back together, and they put us 
into the hospital in Indiana. That is the Lady of Mercy Hospital 
there, and paid our bills for 2 weeks. 
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Senator Danret. Who kept your children during the time you were 
at Lexington ¢ 

Miss Lerps. Well, the State welfare department had them, sir. I 
didn’t get them for some time after that. 

Senator Danret. After you had used heroin your husband went 
back on it, too, when he got out of prison, did he? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir; we went back on it together. We were very 
well, lost. 

Senator Dantex. After you used it for a few weeks, then you went 
toa hospital in Indiana? 

Miss Lerps. Yes. 

Senator Danre.. How long did you stay there? 

Miss Leeps. Two weeks. 

Senator Dante. And then—— 

Miss .Z8Eps. But we were not bad off. 

Senator DanreL. When did you get out of that hospital ? 

Miss Lerps. In February; last Febru: Lry. 

Senator Danrex. Of this year? 

Miss Lerps. Yes; this year. 

Senator Dantex. Have either one of you gone back to heroin since 
then ? 

Miss Lerps. No, sir. 

Senator Danieu. Do you feel that you can now stay away from it? 

Miss Lerps. I do. I have to struggle every day, but I do. 

Senator Danret. It is a daily struggle? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Do you think that is true of anyone who has once 
been addicted to heroin? 

Miss Lexps. Yes, sir; every day. 

Senator Dantet. It is a vicious drug that stays 

Miss Leeps. Just about every day, anyway. 

Senator Danrev. Even though you get it out of your body and 
blood, isn’t the addiction something that stays in your mind? 

Miss Leeps. Well, you become dependent upon it for a release of 
emotion. It is a way of forgetting that you are unhappy because this 
displeases you or because you are lonely or because something goes 
wrong and you just become dependent on it for those mental things 
and so, therefore—— 

Senator Danter. For temporary relief? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. And then things are worse soon after ? 

Miss Lexps. Well, of course. I mean, it is definitely not the way 
out of trouble; I mean, to solve your worries. It only adds more, 

Senator Danten. Do you know of any way in the world to conquer 
this heroin racket and addiction unless we get rid of the heroin— 
get rid of the peddlers and make it where it is not available to former 
addicts? 

Miss Leeps. No; that is the only way. 

Senator Dantet. Or present addicts? 

Miss Leep. The main thing is to—it is not the addicts so much— 
the problem—as what they represent; I mean, the smuggling of it, 
it is not the problem to take away the addicts so much as to take away 


the dope. 
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Senator Daniev. Do you have peddlers knowing your situation who 
are offering to sell it to you or have you had during your period of 
addiction here in Chicago? 

Miss Lees. Well, as long as I stay out of places where I know they 
are, I don’t meet with them, and I have been home most of the time. 

Senator Dantev. You do have to make an effort, though, to stay 
out of their way, don’t you? 

Miss Leeps. Oh, yes. 

Senator Dantet. When you get out on the streets or anywhere where 
peddlers might be, have you had them solicit you and see if you want 
some heroin ? 

Miss Leeps. Oh, maybe a few times. 

Senator Dante.. During this year? 

Miss Lerps. Yes; I suppose they would do that. 

Senator Dantes. Do there seem to be peddlers on the streets trying 
to sell it here? Have you had to turn them down? 

Miss Leeps. Well, I think it is slowing up a bit, truthfully. 

Senator Dante... That is, their contact with you? 

Miss Leeps. Yes; that is very definite. 

Senator DanteL. How long ago since you had someone offer to sell 
you heroin? 

Miss Leeps. Oh, quite some time. 

Senator Dante. Several weeks or months? 

Miss Leeps. Well, yes. The last time I went out my husband was 
working at some club on Clark, and we stopped to have a drink some- 
where and someone recognized me, I guess. I didn’t recognize him, 
but he said he knew me and asked me if I wanted some. I have a 
lot of people ask me if I want some, but 

Senator Danrev. How long was this that you were last asked ? 

Miss Leeps. A few months back; 3 or 4 months back. 

Senator DanieL. What do you think we ought to do with peddlers 
of the drugs who make it available to addicts and former addicts? Do 
you think they should be given stronger penalties and sent to prison 
for longer terms? 

Miss Lreps. Do you think there is a difference between a peddler 
that uses and a peddler that does not? 

Senator Dante... Well, there might be some difference in some 
people’s minds. There is no difference as far as I am concerned. I 
don’t want to give any credit to the peddler who is himself an addict 
because the nonaddict, I am afraid, will become an addict or claim 
he is in order to escape punishment. I am afraid that any time you 
start giving punishment to one and not to the other that all the dope 
sellers will start claiming to be addicts. 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Senator Danten. On penalties, I wouldn’t distinguish between them. 
Do you feel the only way we are going to solve the problem is to get 
rid of the heroin and other opiates ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. I mean, we do not raise poppies in this country. 
I mean, it does not come from this country. 

Senator Danteu. It is smuggled in. 

Miss Lexrps. So it must be in the immigration where it is slipping up, 
mustn’tit? Imean, doesn’t it seem that way ? 

Senator Danret. It is certainly being smuggled into the country 
from Red China, Mexico, Turkey, Iran, and other countries where it is 
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grown or manufactured, but I am thinking about our own country. 

W hat can wedo here? Weare working on the international situ: Mt on. 

I will put it this way. Have you seen peddlers here and in other places 
who have gone off and served short sentences and then come back out 
and start selling the drugs over again ¢ 

Miss Leeps. Oh, yes. 

Senator Danie... If we put them away for a longer period of time, 
don’t you think we could cut down the traffic considerably ? 

Miss Leeps. It stands to reason you would. 

Senator Daniets. Do you think that would help ¢ 

Miss Lerps. It stands to reason that it would. 

Senator Daniex. I certainly want to thank you for appearing before 
this committee and appreciate the information you have given us. 

Congressman O’Brien, would you like to ask any questions ‘ 

Mr. O’Brien. No. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Gasque ? 

Mr. Gasque. Yes. Miss Leeds, I would like for you to tell us exactly 
what you do when you prepare to take a shot of heroin / 

Miss Leeps. Are you asking me because you don’t know, or 

Mr. Gasque. Well, I will withdraw that question. 

Now, what example do you feel that actors and actresses using heroin 
will set for children, and especially for teen-agers and young people? 

Miss Lrrps. Very bad, because, of course, they are matinee idols, 
and so forth. 

Mr. Gasque. Do you feel that they might follow your example‘ 

Miss Leeps. Well, they certainly wouldn’t follow mine. They might 
follow Mitchum’s, but I cert: ainly don’t think they’d follow mine. 

Mr. GaAsQur. Now, Mitchum has claimed that he was framed by 
the Los Angeles Police Department. I would like to get the record 
straight here and now. You know, to your own knowledge, that he 
smoked marihuana prior to the time that he was arrested in your home? 

Miss Lreps. Yes; but I don’t think that he was speaking of whether 
he did or not. The fact still remained that it was more or less, from 
what he was told and what I was told by authorities out there them- 
selves, that it was a framed arrest. 

Mr. Gasqur. He brought the—— 

Miss Leeps. Whether the arrest was framed or not doesn’t have 
anything to do with whether he smoked it before or not: it was still a 
framed arrest. 

Mr. Gaseve. But he did smoke marihuana ? 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Mr. Gasqvue. Did he bring the marihuana to your house on that eve- 
ning? , 

Miss Lreeps. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Gasque. He did put it on the table? 

Miss Leeps. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Gasque. And he did say, “Let’s get hot.” 

Miss Leeps. Yes. 

Mr. Gasevur. Then he was a marihuana user / 

Miss Leeps. Yes. He admitted that. 

Mr. Gasque. That is all. 

Senator Dante. I thank you very much, and Mr. Speer, is there 
anything ? 

Mr. Speer. No questions, sir. 
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Senator Dante.. Thank you very much, and I am sure that I speak 
for this staff and certainly for the chairman of this committee in say- 
ing that I hope you will be successful in staying off of this drug : and 
in continuing to say to other people, young people, like your own two 
children, that they should never, never try it. 

Thank you very much. 

Miss Leeps. Yes, I think that one thing that need be done, is a little 
more education to the younger set, a little more knowledge be brought 
to them of the drug and what harm it can do, rather than let them 
have a curiosity tow vard it and try to find out themselves, like I did. 

Senator Danie. As I understand the record, you had as promising 
a career in the movies as many of the young ladies who started at the 
same time you did. 

Miss Leeps. Oh, yes. 

Senator Danrex. I have been told you had even more promising a 
career during some of those early years than some of those who have 
gone to the highest ranks in stardom, and as you have said in your 
articles and before this committee, it was the drug traffic that ruined 
that career, and it will do it to others, whatever they are trying to 
be or do in the world; it will do it to them if they use drugs, won’t it ? 

Miss Leeps. Ve « definitely, of course. 

Senator Dantet. That is all. Thank you very much. 

Miss Lereps. You are welcome. Thank you. 

Senator Dantet. The committee will stand in recess until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. All witnesses be sure to report back to this room 
at 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 5 o’clock p. m., the subcommittee recessed to recon- 
vene tomorrow, Tuesday, November 22, 1955, at 10 o’clock a. m.) 





in 
Ct 


n 


Vi 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 
(Chicago, Ill.) 





TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 22, 1955 


Un rep STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON NARCOTICS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Chic ago, Til. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 o'clock a 
in room 224, United States Courthouse, 219 South Clark Street, Chi- 

ie Ill., Senator Price Daniel (chairman of the subcommittee) pre- 
siding. 

Present: Senator Daniel (presiding). 

Also present: Mr. C. Aubrey Gasque, general counsel; Mr. W. L. 
Speer, committee investigator; Harold E. Rainville, special assistant 
to Senator Dirksen; and “Mr. Robert Tieke n, United States attorney. 

Senator DanteL. The committee will come to order. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give to 
this subcommittee of the Senate Judici lary ‘Committee will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Trexen. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY ROBERT TIEKEN, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


Senator Danie. Will you state your name and official position ¢ 

Mr. Trexen. Robert Tieken, T-1-e-k-e-n. I am United States attor- 
ney for the northern district of Illinois. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Tieken, how long have you been United States 
attorney for this district ? 

Mr. Trexen. Since March of 1954. 

Senator Dantet. I believe you appeared before the Boggs commit- 
tee of the House ? 

Mr. Trexen. Yes; I did. 

Senator Dantret. And your statement before the Boggs committee 
will be made a part of this record, in the body of the record. I would 
appreciate it if you would, for our benefit, give us your statement of 
the narcotics situation here in your distric t, and any recommendations 
that you might have, even though you have already given them in 
detail to the Boggs committee. We would like to have a brief review, 
so we might question you about it. 

Mr. Trexen. Law-enforcement agencies in this community are 
working on a coordinated basis with the Narcotics— 

Senator Dante. Tell Judge Gutknecht not to leave. 
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Mr. Treken. Why don’t I defer this, as long as I am here in the 
building ? 

Senator Dante.. You are sitting with us here through the hearings 
and we will call you right back. 

(Mr. Tieken’s testimony before the Subcommittee on Narcotics, 
Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives, United 
States Congress, in Chicago, LI1., November 17, 1955, follows :) 


Mr. Boacs. The next witness is United States Attorney Tieken. 


STATEMENT OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY ROBERT TIEKEN, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF 
ILLINOIS BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON NARCOTICS, COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND 
MEANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES CONGRESS, MEETING IN 
Cuicago, ILL., NOVEMBER 17, 1955 


Mr. TIEKEN. Rather than reading a prepared statement, I think probably it 
would be most helpful if I just touched the so-called high spots. 

As we see the prosecution problem here, the Federal Government could do 
a better job in this field if it had additional narcotics and customs agents and 
they were in receipt of more funds with which to buy narcotics. 

We are deeply cognizant of the relationship in crime matters between the 
local government and the Federal Government and in our office we take the 
attitude that our main problem is to support local crime enforcing agencies and 
step in only when it is not being done properly or to assist them in fields where 
they cannot adequately operate. 

I think Mr. Aman is another witness you will call. He is head of the 
narcotics office in Chicago and in conjunction with him we take the attitude that 
in a narcotics case if the State is prepared to handle it, the prosecution belongs 
there. 

On the other hand, on importers and distributors, we feel thatt hat is where 
interstate commerce is involved and we can better assist them by concentrating 
in that field. 

We further feel that if the privilege of granting immunity were given to the 
prosecutor, that it would be a healthy way of originating evidence with the so- 
called pusher. 

We feel confident that speedy action in the courts on these matters is essential. 

We are fortunate that Congress has granted additional funds so tha we have 
more assistance at the present time and more judges. We are in more or less 
of a state of balance so that we can prepare the cases that come to us and the 
judges are prepared to handle them. 

We are coming closer to reducing our backlog than has happened in a long 
time. 

With respect to sentences it is our opinion thatt here should be no minimum 
sentence, but there should be a mandatory jail sentence in every case involving 
narcotics and that because of the eremendous profits being derived from narcotics 
that the maximum fine of $2,000 should be raised to $25,000 and that in the 
ease of second and subsequent offenses, the maximum jail sentence should be 
increased at least to 20 years for the second offense and to life for the third 
offense. 

We are of the firm conviction that a long jail sentence will not be a deterrent 
to a jury in bringing in a verdict of guilty where there is evidence to support it. 

I think that is an important consideration in determining what penalties 
should be meted out. 

As another phase ofthis we think that enlargement on bail after conviction 
should be prohibited to the district court and only permitted by petition to he 
circuit court of appeals in rare instances where there is a genuine question of 
law. 

With respect to wiretapping, which has been urged by some, I, as a private 
citizen, have looked with astonishment on that suggestion. I feel that any 
extension of the wiretapping doctrine is a step in the wrong direction. 

However, I am in firm accord with the Department of Justice’s stand with 
respect to wiretapping under court supervision where the essential national 
security is at stake. 

We are fortunate in this community in having an enlightened police department 
with an excellent squad. I think Lieutenant Healy was here with you yesterday. 

Mr. Aman, I don’t know whether he here is here yet, or not, works very 
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closely with them. I do not think there has been one time when we have 
had anything but the fullest cooperation. 

The narcotics court of the municipal court in Chicago is also very helpful 
In this problem I think there is one thing that you never can forget. Once 
a person becomes an addict, even though he has no previous criminal record, 
he invariably engages in criminal acivity to finance this insatibale habit. This 
habit leads down a oneway street. 

For women addicts it leads to shoplifting and prostitution; for men it leads 
to armed robbery. 

To me an intelligent and economical approach to the problem of increasing 
incidence of crime is to invest sufficient money in narcotic law enforcement 
to reduce the narcotic traffic to its irreducible minimum. 

That in brief, is the summary of my rather limited experience in the field 
of law enforcement in this northern district of Illinois. 

(The formal statement submitted by Mr. Tieken is as follows:) 


“STATEMENT OF R. TIEKEN, UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT 
oF ILLINOIS 


“In this northern district of Illinois the Federal and State Governments share 
responsibility for stamping out the illegal traffic in narcotics. The Federal 
Government implements its activity with the State in this matter by concentrating 
on the importer, the wholesaler, and the distributor. 

“As we understand the problem, effective enforcement of Federal laws against 
narcotics traffickers, involves three phases. The first is the obtaining of legal 
evidence, the second is to arrest and prosecute as speedily as possible and the 
third to punish the offender. All of these steps are essential in the process of 
law enforcement and much can be done to improve our activities and techniques 
and achievements in all three steps. 

“As to the first step, that of obtaining legal evidence, we must look at the 
problem in its true setting. We are not dealing with isolated individual crimes. 
The so-called dope traffic is big business, run by and staffed with hardened crim- 
inals. The narcotics importer and wholesaler are professionals. They have 
plenty of money, powerful allies, and expert knowledge of how to evade the law 
and escape detection. They are not addicts and seldom even handle drugs them- 
selves. They have no bank accounts and deal only in cash. Their errands are 
run by others who transport the drugs and conduct the sales. 

“To convict the big operator is a difficult task and we fully appreciate that we 
are nowhere near the big operator when we arrest the pusher who sells to the 
addict. Even when the pusher tells all he knows we only reach the dealer— 
merely one step up the ladder. The ladder may have several steps before it 
reaches the big importer and the profits from importing and distributing narcotics 
are enormous. The narcotics traffic supports many levels in its vast system of 
distribution, each level receiving substantial profits. Profits in the lower echelon 
of the distributing system are derived from cutting, which means diluting the 
drug with some cheap substitute. As we view it, many of those who financed and 
furnished the brains for the vast network of alcohol distribution during prohibi- 
tion have turned their money and talents to the lucrative fields of narcotics. 

“It is my opinion that we need several additional means to enable the Govern- 
ment to do a better job in this field. 

“(a) Congress might wish to provide additional narcotics and customs agents. 
Agents must be able to infiltrate the narcotic rings and this requires exten- 
sive traveling and enough money to purchase drugs for use as evidence. 

“(b) The Congress might be willing to give the Federal enforcement agency 
the right to compel the pusher and others who have evidence in narcotics 
matters to testify and tell what they know and in return for such testimony the 
Government should grant such witnesses immunity from prosecution. This 
immunity comes as a high price but it is a necessary price to pay in order to 
obtain legal evidence. 

“The next step is speedy action in the courts. 

“This condition can only come about when there is a balance between produc- 
tion by the prosecutor and the ability of the courts to assimilate that production. 
If the prosecutor has too few assistants he simply can’t be in two courts at 
one time. And then too, if there are not sufficient judges for the load of the 
courts there is no need for additional assistant attorneys if the judges are not 
able to hear the cases which are ready. We are fortunate in this district in 
that we are approaching such a balance, 











4286 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


“With recent increases in our personnel we now are in a position to handle both 
new and old cases speedily. By such action we avoid the danger of missing 
witnesses and faulty memories and thus insure successful results in a greater 
number of cases. In our opinion it is very important that narcotics cases be 
tried promptly. Most narcotics defendants are able to make bail and where 
these defendants remain at liberty they frequently continue to sell narcotics— 
principally for the purpose of making money with which to pay their lawyers. 

“The next step in law enforcement is the sentencing of the defendant after 
he has been convicted. This part of the process is entirely in the hands of the 
court. In this district we make no recommendation regarding sentence in any 
case. We do have the opinion, however, that severe sentences in narcotics 
cases are an important deterrent. Most people will not run the risk if they 
know they face speedy and severe punishment. It is our belief that the Boggs 
Act should be amended to eliminate the minimum sentence but to require a 
mandatory jail sentence in all cases and to change the maximum fine of $2,000 
to $25,000. In addition, we believe that the penalties for second and third 
offenders should be extended up to 20 years for second offenders and up to life 
for third and subsequent offenders. Under Illinois law those who sell narcotics 
may be sentenced to as much as 2 years to life for first offenses. As we see it, 
public opinion is solidly behind enforcement of laws involving narcotics and we 
do not believe that the possibiilty of a long jail sentence will act as a deterrent 
to a jury bringing in a verdict of guilty where there is evidence to support the 
verdict. 

“It is our further opinion that enlargement on bail in narcotics cases after 
sentence and pending appeal should be prohibited except in rare instances 
where some unusual question of law is certified to by the court of appeals and 
then it should be for the court of appeals and not the district court to enlarge 
the accused on bail. 

“As a private citizen I have looked with astonishment at the suggestions of 
some that existing safeguards against wiretapping and search and seizure 
should be relaxed. Obviously it would make enforcement of the narcotics 
laws much more effective if agents were permitted to tap wires under court 
approval but I feel that relaxation of these fundamental rights in narcotics 
cases is a step in the wrong direction and I for one am willing to pay the penalty 
for it continuing as is. While I agree wholeheartedly with the Department 
of Justice position that wiretapping in instances of national security is essen- 
tial to the public interest, I have different views regarding its extension. 

“I believe you have subpenaed Mr. Aman, the agent in charge of the regional 
office of the Bureau of Narcotics. He is doing an excellent job and has the 
statistics with respect to our narcotics cases at his fingertips and I shall not 
attempt to cover that subject. I have with me Mr. Edward Calihan, Jr., one 
of our top criminal trial attorneys, who has handled many of our more im- 
portant narcotics cases and he is available for your questions. I believe this 
community is fortunate, indeed, in having Lieutenant Healy of the Chicago 
Police Department narcotics detail and in having the municipal court of Chicago 
assign one of its judges to a narcotics court. The office of the United States 
attorney has had the most complete cooperation by the city and State enforce- 
ment agencies in this field and we are also fortunate in having men on the 
bench who regard the narcotics menace with the seriousness it commands and 
who are not fraid to take a decisive stand on these cases. 

“If the narcotics agencies are given more men, funds, and equipment and the 
suggested penalties for violations of acts are effected we shall be able to move 
more certainly and effectively against the criminals who run this traffic and all 
who serve it. 

“In considering this problem we must never forget that once a person becomes 
an addict even though he has no previous criminal record he invariably engages 
in criminal activity to finance his insatiable habit. This insatiable habit leads 
down a one-way street. For women addicts it leads to shoplifting and prosti- 
tution. For men it leads to armed robbery. To me an intelligent and economical 
approach to the problem of increasing incidence of crime is to invest sufficient 
money in narcotic law enforcement to reduce the narcotic traffic to its irreducible 
minimum.” 

Mr. Boses. Thank you very much. 

Do you have any questions, Mr. Byrnes? 

Mr. Byrnes. No questions. 

Mr. Bocas. Do you have questions, Mr. Baker? 

Mr. BaKker. No questions. 
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Mr. Boees. Mr. Sadlak? 

Mr. SapLtak. No questions. 

Mr. Boceés. Do you have any statistics on the number of narcotics cases 

Mr. TreKen. No; I don't. In my prepared statement I said I thought Mr 
Aman, the district supervisor, had the statistics along the line 
them, more adequately than we have them. 

We send them into the Department of Justice and the Department of Justice, 
it is my understanding, is preparing full statistics on their IBM machines for 
you, which will detail it better than I could get it in the cases we have 

Mr. Boces. Do I gather that you feel the existing penalties, particularly with 
respect to first offenders, are not adequate? 

Mr. TreEKEN. Ido. They are not adequate in my judgment. 

There should be a compulsory jail sentence in every narcotics case. 

Mr. Boaees. Do you feel that such sentences are deterrents in the narcotics 
traffic? 

Mr. TIEKEN. Very definitely. The more severe they are, the more of a deterrent 
there is. 

But I don’t believe in having a floor under the sentences of a minimum I 
think that that is an invasion of the judicial process which is different between 
States and the Federal Government. 

I would hate to see another step taken in that direction, of limiting the discre 
tion of the Federal judiciary. It is based on a philosophy rather than the needs 
of this particular type of litigation. 

Mr. Boacs. If there are no further questions, we thank you very much. 

The committee will recess for about 10 minutes. 


you would want 


States Attorney GurKNecHut. I am very sorry, Mr. District At 
torney. 

Senator Dantex. That is all right. We just thought we would save 
a little time here this morning since we have a lot of witnesses. 
will you be sworn? 

States Attorney GurKNecut. I give you my thanks and the district 
attorney. 

Senator Dantet. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give before the subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

States Attorney GurKNecnrt. I do. 


Judge, 


TESTIMONY OF STATES ATTORNEY JOHN GUTKNECHT, 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Senator Dante... Will you state your name and official posit ion ? 

Mr. Gurxnecut. John Gutknecht, States attorney of Cook County 

Senator Dante. How long have you held that position, Judge ? 

Mr. Gurknecut. Well, it seems like more, but it will be 3 years the 
5th of December. 

Senator Danrex. And prior to that, what official positions did you 
hold? 

Mr. GuTKnecut. I was 18 years on the bench, Municipal Court of 
Chicago. 

Senator Dantren. Judge, since you have been State’s attorney, I be- 
lieve you have had considerable experience with narcotics cases? 

Mr. Gurxnecnt. I, in my office, have had quite a bit. 


Senator Danrev. And I believe you appeared before the Boggs 
committee ? 


Mr. Gurxnecut. Correct. . 
Senator Daniext. Your entire statement before the Boggs committee 
will be made a part of this record, but we would like for you to review 
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that or any high points and any recommendations you will like to 
make to this committee, or any other information you think would be 
helpful to us in order that we might question you about it. 

(For Mr. Gutknecht’s testimony before the Subcommittee on Nar- 
cotics, Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives, 
United States Congress, in Chicago, Ill., November 16, 1955, see p. 
4304.) 

Mr. Gutknecut. All right. I might make one or two general obser- 
vations, because I heard part of the testimony yesterday, and if you 
will pardon a citizen of Chicago saying so, we do happen to be the 
second largest city in the country and not the third. Our population 
is considerably greater than the city of Los Angeles, and consequently 
some of the statistics you had yesterday would have to be revised from 
that standpoint. 

[ want to make another statement, because the emphasis that was 
put yesterday on the number of arrests and consequent addictions may 
be giving way toa lot of misunderstanding. 

We are very proud in the Chicago district of our enforcement in 
narcotics. I believe we are the only district in the United States that 
has a separate narcotics court. I believe my office is the only office of 
State’s attorney in the State area that has as many as five special men, 
assistant State’s attorneys, assigned to the narcotics field, in addition 
to the number of assistants that are at various times trying narcotics 
eases. I think you will find in reviewing our record, and when I say 
our record I mean the record of Cook County and Chicago, including 
the record of the Chicago police, that the stepped-up number of arrests 
is due to a stepped-up enforcement program of the last few years. 

We created the narcotics court in 1951 and as you see by the records 
that have been submitted to you, that meant, with the work of the 
police, a stepped-up program. 

Now, until you have some manner of finding, and you won’t have 
under your State laws or Federal laws, the number of people addicted 
to narcotics, and until you have some way of analyzing the difference 
in the enforcement picture, you can’t judge a city by the number of 
the people we get into court. 

You made some very good observations yesterday that I think 
maybe were dodged a little bit in one or two respects, and that is with 
reference to the judges. I have to live with judges and the police have 
to live with judges, and I want to say that in general, as you will find 
by the records, the number of convictions we secure on arrests, based 
upon the method we have of bringing in known addicts under the city 
and State laws that permit it to be done, will compare favorably with 
any place in the country. However, this is true, we are getting our 
best enforcement, bearing relation to the nature of the charges, and in 
the municipal court we can send a man to jail up to 5 years, and that, 
of course, leaves out certain possible charges. We are getting the 
best enforcement in the Chicago area in this specialized narcotics 
court. We find one of our difficulties, and I am certain the men in 
the Federal branch will agree with me sub rosa if not openly in this, 
that the average criminal judge, whether he be in the Pedera} court 
or in the State court, who only gets a few cases in connection with 
narcotics, has never had the chance to be educated up to certain very 
definite requirements in connection with the enforcement of the nar- 
cotics law. For instance, in our criminal courts we have something 
like 70 judges. We get about 10 every year. Our building is way out 
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on the southwest side. The judges don't like to come out there and 
the aver age criminal judge comes out there for a year once in every 
6 or 8 years. Sometimes they never get out there, and when they do 
they will have a few narcotics cases interspersed in a very heavy 
criminal call. 

Now, the reason I said education, I am thoroughly satisfied that the 
only remedy we have today for the narcotics picture is jail. 

On an overall basis, we have two types of people. We have the 
seller and we have the addict, who so often turns out to be a seller in 
a small scale, and pretty universally some sort of a criminal on a 
larger or smaller scale and the time dev elops and he needs the money 
to buy his opium or narcotics, whatever it is. 

Now, of the two types, the seller is the greatest danger, because as 
I said so often he is selling murder and rape and armed robbery, there 
can be no remedy for him, no incentive to cut out his trade except jail 
and long terms of jail. We are not getting them as we should, al 
though I think if you will compare the general picture throughout the 
country, we are getting them just a little better, at least than the 
average throughout the country. 

Now, I know an average judge not too well acquainted with the 
narcotics picture will have a sympathy with that poor fellow before 
him, but if he has enough social imagination to realize what this seller 
of narcotics does, he will forget his sympathy and send him to jail, 
and that is why our men in the munic ipal court of Chicago, with their 
limited authority, are proportionately doing a better job than any- 
where else in the district and I think possibly with few equals or 
superiors throughout the country. 

Now, let me say this about the addict. ‘That is where we are getting 
a great deal of sympathy and a little less enforcement. I feel contfi- 
dent that the wselieal profession is not yet equipped and not financially 
equipped, so that we can have psychiatrists and doctors for every 
possible addict we get in court, and that is why we need security insti- 
tutions, even for addiction and maybe particularly for addiction. 

Now, when we talk of that, it is pretty true throughout the country 
where you are undermannered as far as jails are concerned. When you 
try to solve the problem—I am the last one that wants to talk about 
building more jails and better jails—in narcotics you have the seller 
who should go to jail for a good long term, and the addict who needs 
security treatment, treatment in a sec urity hospital and not this out- 
patient treatment. In my book from our experience, the outpatient 
treatment, except as it follows a period in a security hospital or insti- 
tution, is just another method of increasing the sale of narcotics. 

Senator Danret. There, when you say outpatient treatment, you 
mean a free clinic or something like that ? 

Mr. GurKxnecut. I mean a free clinic and I mean a system with a 
pat on the wrist, you take these addicts and see that they get a little 
narcotics for the next few months and so on. 

Senator Danrex. Yes. You are not referring to a followup 
treatment ? 

Mr. Gurxnecut. No; I am making all the difference in the world 
between those two. 

Senator Dantex. Right. 

Mr. GuTknecut. Now, I say with that being the field and knowing 
that this is a national problem, most of the source of the supply is out 
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of the country. The big problem is the problem of distribution. Dis- 
tribution is definitely a Federal problem, this getting the supply away 
from the addicts, and with the money we spend, and this is not poli- 
ties because both Democrats and Republicans are responsible here, 
with the money we have spent for helping countries throughout the 
world, we could save a few hundred million to do something on this 
narcotics picture. 

What we need is not 1 or 2 Lexingtons. We need a half dozen 
throughout the country, and we need one in every large metropolitan 
area. If they would build a security hospital here—call it what you 
please—to me it would be a penitentiary for two-thirds of the people, 
where they had real treatment or where we could take these addicts 
away from the ordinary jails, we would save that additional problem, 
the problem of narcotics possibly getting into the jail. That is the one 
big step you could take. 

Now, the other big step, and I don’t want to go outside of my field, 
but since my field is ‘not the distribution, it is very definitely necessary 
that the Federal Government give these boys in Chicago and through- 
out the country more help. I think the Federal men, ‘both the courts, 
the district attorney’s office, and Aman and his bureau are doing a 
great job here, but I know they need more help. 

Now, there is one other thing I want to emphasize and this is, of 
course, dynamite. There is a particular problem where that repre- 
sents 80 percent of our cases. There is a particular very small area 
that represents 60 percent of our cases. It would seem that the only 
control there has to be a control that is headed from the supply pic- 
ture, and that is why there is needed here an emphasis upon that inlet, 
whether it comes through the fact that we do have a few boats coming 
from Europe and Asia—after all, we are a seaport, you know—or 
whether it comes from New York or Boston or New Orleans or the 
Canadian border and the Mexican border—more of an emphasis has 
to be put upon trying to control the supply. 

Senator Danteu. Judge, before you leave supply and sources of 
supply, have you ever made any study of the possible sources, prin- 
cipal sources, country of origin, from which your heroin comes here 
in Chicago? 

Mr. Gurknecut. Well, I can only say this: That having been rather 
busy on the bench and the States attorney’s office, I get. away every 
year for a few weeks. I made a number of trips in the Middle East. 
I know nothing of the Federal enforcement from that picture. I 
know very definitely that you are getting from the middle eastern 
countries and Asiatic countries a good portion of this. To mea trip 
to the Middle East was a trip of pleasure. I never used it as a busi- 
ness trip, but I have had enough opportunities to overhear conversa- 
tions, to know that a couple of million dollars spent in that area might 
give you sufficient leads with another couple of million dollars spent 
over here, and we might dry up that source. 

Now, I want to come to something else before I forget about it. I 
say I am proud of what the Chicago record is in this stepped-up 
enforcement in the past few years. There is one thing you must know. 
I know you already know it, but it has got to be emphasized. The 
thing that makes the narcotics picture so hard to correct is the money 
back of it, because a small, little package of a good narcotic—good in 
the sense of strength—is worth a couple thousand dollars or more. 
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Just as late as a month ago I had two defendants, and after all, 
you can appreciate the fact that with 120 lawyers | think this ts the 
biggest office of its kind in the country, and | myself can give very, 
very little personal attention to this and must depend on my assistants, 
I had occasion in the last 2 months of having 2 defendants that | got 
in to talk to me, knowing they were sellers, knowing they might go 
higher up—trying to see whether they would talk, and in different 
words and in no connection with each other, they both phrased a sen 
tence such as this: “Judge, what can you dof Sure, you got me. 
Sure, you can get me maybe 2 or maybe 5 years. That is all you can 
get me. I haven't a record, but if I tell you and leave here, and any 
word gets out, it will get out by the time you start to act, my body 
will be found in a ditch.” 

All right. Now, what does that mean’ That means throughout 
the country, use the word “syndicate” if you want, there are definitely 
syndicates in the narcotics game. That means that those syndicates 
have to be tied up with the professional lawyers, and that definitely 
means that if you will study some of the major cases in Chicago, in 
New York, and throughout the country, you will have better leads 
upon it than the policeman can possibly give you. 

Now, I am not satisfied with the attitude of the bar association in 
the United States on the narcotics picture. I am not satisfied with 
the attitude of the press on the narcotics picture. They are pretty 
good for a headline once in awhile and a sensational statement, such as 
saying Chicago is the capital of crime, but they are not good for sus- 
tained following up of a case. 

We had a few months ago, and I can’t be too revealing at this time 
because there are certain overtones of it still pending—we had a case 
involving a druggist. On the basis of what we had, on the basis of 
the pressure that was brought in different places, on the basis of what 
has already happened in the courts, and on the basis of the lack of 
attention that an otherwise alert press has given to matters in this 
country, I am saying to myself, are we looking for sensational head- 
lines or are we looking for constructive work? There has to be a 
better job done with the druggists. There has to be a better job 
done with the medical profession; the bar of this country has to get 
interested and interested in some of its criminal lawyers. 

Now, as scapegoats, the mayor of the city and States attorney of a 
city and police chief of a city are the most common scapegoats. I 
can get pretty well disgusted at a temporary interest in the subject. 
Remember, I appreciate your coming here, and I appreciate the con- 
gressional committee coming here, because it helps to emphasize both 
the constructive work we are doing, and it helps to trade ideas as to 
how we can get somewhere, but I am sick and tired of organizations, 
instruments of publicity, and so on, not getting down to brass tacks, 
and if your committee has the money, or if one of these newspapers 
want to go into the field, all you have got to do is to come out to 26th 
Street today, and study this particular druggist’s case, and you will 
learn a lot about what is going on in Chicago, and as a typical instance 
in the United States in connection with druggists or with drugs. 

Now, one further thing I want to say in connection with that. I 
just want to finish that by saying this: The opposition means death. 
The most we can get is jail, and where the gang is involved it is a 
pretty hard job anywhere in the country to get real jail sentences. 
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Senator Danret. You mean for the higher ups? 

Mr. GutKnecnt. For the higher ups. 

Senator Danie... It is a hard job to get those who are lower, on 
a lower level in the drug racket, to testify on those who are higher 
up, When they mete out death in certain instances or may do it, and 
our courts can’t do it; is that mght ? 

Mr. Gutknecut. That is it. That is part of it. 

Senator Dantev. That is, under present laws? 

Mr. Gurxnecnt. That is part of it. 

Senator Danre.. We have no maximum penalty to go that high? 

Mr. Gurxnecnut. I am not so worried about the present law. I 
would like to see position law increased to fit in with the law here. I 
am not so worried about the present laws, if we could only get more 
sentences. 

Senator Danrev. I want to say to you that before we leave this 
matter of the press, I was in the— 

Mr. GutKxnecut. I want to convert them a little more. Don’t mis- 
understand me. 

Senator Dante... I was a newspaper reporter myself and want to 
say this: That I notice the reporters who have been here during this 
hearing have been writing a whole lot more than appears in the 
papers, so we don’t want to judge the job they are doing by what the 
man on the desk or the headline writer or makeup man decides about 
his story. 

Mr. Gur«necnt. I will buy that. 

Senator Danten. The strange thing to me, Judge, is this: That 
only in New York City and in C ‘hicago are stories about the evidence, 
the type of which came out here yesterday from law enforcement 
ofticials, only in New York City and here have I found makeup men, 
city desk men, not give it the attention that I agree with you that 
it deserves. I am just wondering if the people in Chicago and the 
people in New York, the great percentage of them, really know the 
situation in their cities about what is going on, and what difficulties 
the law enforcement officers have. I believe if they did that you 
would have an easier job and you would have more support; that is, 
you law enforcement officers. 

Mr. Gurxnecut. I want to tell this: About a month ago now I 
started this countywide committee. I had every Congressman and 
every State legislator, with the exception of one, agree to act on this 
committee for the coming year. 

I want to get the State legislators in because we have certain ideas 
with reference to State legislation, and they are going along; and 
the local Congressmen are going along with certain legislation for 
the Federal Gov ernment that we are still w orking on. 

I want to give you an illustration of what some of our problems 
are. We had the legislature, by the unanimous vote, copy the Federal 
law for the confiscation of automobiles. Unfortun: itely I went to 
the Middle East this year in July and when I got back, I found that 
law vetoed. 

Senator DanteL. Was it a separate law on that subject? 

Mr. Gutknecut. Yes. We have a State law for the confiscation 
of automobiles used in narcotics violation. You have a Federal law 
on it; haven’t you? 

Senator Danter. Yes, sir; we have a Federal law on it. 
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Mr. Gurknecut. Well, by the unanimous vote of the legislature, 
we passed a State law. 

Senator Daniev. Was it passed separately from other legislation { 

Mr. Gurknecur. It was passed as a separate law. 

Senator Daniev. There was no other legislation on which the veto 
could have been hung? 

Mr. Gurknecut. | don’t know why it was vetoed. 

Senator Dante. I am surprised, too. 

Mr. Gurknecut. That was one of the factors in creating this com 
mittee, and we intend to get to work on it next year, because | see we 
have got to have a great deal more education. Let me correct one 
statement I made to you with respect to the newspapers, particularly 
of the help from the newspapers in connection with some of the specific 

cases after everything is over. For instance, the current report of the 
Chicago Crime Commission gives a very good review of one of these 
cases | have in mind. I only wish that the newspapers had gone along 
at the time as to what was happening. 

Now, the reporters out at 26th Street are very able reporters. The) 
know what is going on, I think if some of the editors would have a 
few more sessions with these newspapermen—lI am talking now as a 
constructive job in connection with narecotics—I would like to see nar- 
cotics front page news every day from the standpoint of enforcement. 

Senator Danrex. I want to tell you now, everywhere this committee 
has been, except Chicago and New York City, it has been front-page 
news; every bit of the ‘evidence that came out before this committee, 
at least, started on the front pages of the papers, and that covers Los 
Angeles and San Francisco and Philadelphia, and even Washing- 
ton, D. C. 

Mr. GutKnecut. Remember, I have to live with papers and with 
judges and so on, and I am being very sincere in saying that there is 
being an excellent job done. I just want it that much better. 

Senator DanireL. Some of the papers here, I have been told, really 
have at times written considerably about narcotics and carried on their 
own campaigns on it. 

Mr. Gurknecur. That is right; and remember, of course, they are 
private industry and we-are really asking since they are—what is the 
phrase of our law? They are colored by a social interest. Maybe we 
are expecting them to give too much of their resources to a social inter- 
est that doesn’t pay enough dividends, but we need more help there as 
we need more help from the bar association, the criminal law vers. 
Too many of our cities in individual cases can stand a little more inves- 
tigation than they get. 

Senator DanreL. Now, Judge, does that complete your own original 
statement ? 

Mr. GurkKnecut. Yes. 

Senator Daniex. I want to go back over some of these points that 
you made 1 by 1. I jotted down a few of them, so that we might 
get our record a little clearer as between your statement and the 
figures we have here. 

In the first place, on the number of addicts reported from Chicago to 
the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, which was the figure that caused me 
not to vouch for the comparison with other cities at all, but saying that 
it had been placed in the record, the comparative populations in San 
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Francisco, and that based on those comparative populations sub- 
mitted to us. 
Mr. Gurxnecur. Did you say San Francisco or Los Angeles? 


Senator DantreL. San Francisco is where the evidence was sub- 
mitted. 


Mr. Gurknecur. Yes. 

Senator Dante... I don’t know whether the Los Angeles Chamber 
of Commerce people put in their population and used present or used 
your 1950 population or how it happened. I can’t vouch for those 
figures, but I do say this: That they were put in the record on a popu- 
lation basis to the detriment or to the discredit of San Francisco, 
where they rated sixth by their own figures that they brought in they 
rated, and that put them up to fourth on a population basis in the 
Nation. 

Now, it is possible that they were not taking in all of Greater Chi- 
cago or something may be wrong on that. I want to make that expla- 
nation before I say what I want to say now. 

Mr. GurKnecut. May I insert this phrase right in there? 

Senator Dante... Yes, sure. 

Mr. Gurknecut. That according to the 1950 census—and I have 
been out there lately and I know they haven’t doubled—Los Angeles 
was 1.9 million. We were 3.6 million, and you know one of our papers 
had a headline some time ago about Chicago leads in crime, or second. 
Well, we have more redheads in Chicago than any other city, you 
know, because we got up until just lately, we have got nearly twice as 
many as the third city, but the question is what the pro rate is. The 
other thing I want to emphasize, the crime per population, and by the 
Federal figures we are the second best city of the large cities in the 
country, outside of Boston. That is the Federal figures, and the second 
thing I want to emphasize in connection with this, that in this list of 
arrests and addicts, general registration and so on, are you properly 
making allowance for the stepped up program that one city may have 
and the other city may not have ? 

Senator Danten. That is just what I am about to do. 

Mr. GutKnecur. Yes; O. K. 

Senator Danie. That is what I wanted to stress on addicts reported 
from Chicago. We have 7,335 separate names from Chicago reported 
to the Federal Bureau of Narcotics in Washington, and they are still 
coming in, I believe at the rate of 50 to 100 a month, new names from 
Chicago. 

Now, that figure—let’s forget population basis, let’s forget all that. 
I never used it until I got these comparative figures last week. That 
is the first time I ever used it except in Washington, D. C., at the 
beginning, when Washington, D. C., seemed to be pretty high up on 
a population basis. 

All right. When we take these addicts, just in number, New York 
has 9,458 reported. With the number that I have just given from 
Chicago by itself, which practically accounts for all of them in IIli- 
nois, and then we find California having reported from the whole State 
only 2,350, in third place. 

Mr. GurKnecur. You mean that includes Hollywood ? 

Senator Danrex. That includes Los Angeles where you have prob- 
ably the largest number of addicts anywhere in the country, except 
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maybe New York City, and they run a close neck and neck race for 
the honor, or dishonor. 

Now, there is no doubt about this: This committee is thoroughly 
satisfied that Chicago and the State of Illinois has reported nearet 
ood of its addicts than any city and State in the country. You 

iave a better reporting system here to the Bureau of Narcotics than 
any other city or State. 

In the first place. your city had records kept for several years 
before the Federal Bureau started theirs in Senay of 1953, so 
your records were ready to go in, and then there has been wonderful 
cooperation between the city and State officials and our Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics. 

Mr. Aman told me this, verified this, so therefore we should make 
allowance for that. At the end of this, perhaps 2 years from now 
when we hope to have them all reported over the Nation, it is pos- 
sible that Chicago will never go over from eight to ten thousand, 
when some of these cities who have been lax in reporting are going 
to double that, some of the States at least. 

You take California, for instance. Their own State officials and 
their own advisory committee, statewide, estimated they had 20,000 
addicts. In New York the attorney general of the State estimated 
the same number for the State of New York, so if the State of Illinois 
ends up with, say, 10,000 addicts, and the city here with 8,000 or 
9,000, you are right, you are going to be not the first in the country 
in the number of addicts, and I want to make that plain, that your 
number of addicts proportionately seems high when compared to 
other cities. Actually, it isn’t as bad as it would look, because Chi 
cago has been diligent in reporting the addictions and cooperating 
with the Federal Bureau. 

I want to say another thing about these arrests. I am going to 
agree with you on the arrests. I think the arrests figures—and I 
have always said this when I used them—the arrests figures not only 
denote there is traffic in the locality, but that there is diligent law 
enforcement. You wouldn’t have for 1953 and 1954, 6,646 narcotic 
arrests in Chicago if you didn’t have diligent law enforcement. 

Mr. Gursnecut. Could I interrupt you just on that, before you 
pass it? 

Senator Dantrn. Yes. 

Mr. Gutxnecnrt. In view of my background as a law professor, I 
am very jealous of civil rights, civil rights of individuals. One of 
the things I determined wheat I got in “there was that I was going 
to be partic ularly careful about that. I ee say this to you, that 
where narcotics ‘addicts are concerned, I haven't had many com- 
plaints, though I do know the police are a little prone to pick up 
these men. They have protection of an cpthnanens and I must say 
that the problem is so serious that even if we must admit some of 
their civil laws or civil rights are being violated, you have to go 
along with a certain amount of that fringe violation, if you see 
what I mean. 

Senator Dantet. Yes. 

Mr. Gutknecnt. So I think you will find that a lot of these arrests 
and consequent discharges are in the form of a security measure 
that possibly we should not countenance, but I don’t know how else 
you can function. 
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Senator Danret. You completely answered my next question. My 
next question was going to be this: How do you reconcile the large 
number of arrests for C hicago for the period 1953 and 1954, 6,643, 
with convictions, 3,350, just barely over 50 percent of the arrests, 
and I believe you have answered it already. 

Do you want to add anything to that answer ! 

Mr. Gurknecur. I think you will also have to agree that neither 
Mr. Tieken in his capacity nor I in my capacity—and we both have 
civil right laws to enforcee—can, with our multiple jobs, get too ex- 
cited if a known addict has been unlawfully arrested and then dis- 
charged, knowing that because he is a known addict the police have 
to take little extra measures. 

Senator Daniev. Then I refer to the semiannual report of the Nar- 
cotics Bureau of Chic ago, which was introduced yesterday and made a 
part of this record: January 1 through June 30, 1955, in which it 
shows out of a total number of prisoners, of 3,682 prisoners—will you 
come forward, please ? 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Dante... On the record. 

baer: is your name ? 

Mr. GurKNeEcuT. Senator, I am going to ask Mr. Grosso, who is more 
familiar with these figures, because he is in our bureau, if I may, to 
sit up here a moment. 

Senator Daniret. Well, these are figures from the police. 

Mr. Grosso, will you state your full name ? 

Mr. Grosso. Peter Grosso, G-r-o-s-s-o. 

Senator Dante.. Your position ? 

Mr. Grosso. I am assistant State’s attorney. 

Senator Daniex. In charge of narcotics work / 

Mr. Grosso. Yes. 

Mr. Gurknecut. Can I state this for your information, and it may 
help you, we have a nator is of specialized fields like automobile thefts, 
narcotics, and so on, and the State’s attorney and the chief of police 
have cooperated in the setting up of this bureau with special narcotics 
squad of the police narcotics details, and two of my assistants are over 
there today, and I might almost say day and night. Anybody in the 
country arrested, where there is any suspicion of narcotics, should be 
proc essed through that bureau. I am not sure whether any other place 
in the country has that system, and Mr. Grosso has been good enough 
to stay in that assignment. I have to beg him every year to keep 
staying, and so he is quite f familiar with that side. 

Now, Mr. Jensen, who was here the other day, is in charge, with as- 
sistants, of the narcotics court. Besides that we have a number of 
other men spending a good portion of their time on narcotics. I wanted 
you to see how that works in our setup. 

Senator Danret. Yes; well, it does appear that you have as much 
cooperation here and as much diligence on the part of prosecuting at- 
torneys, the local law-enforcement officers, and Federal law-enforce- 
ment officers in working together as we have seen, I would say, in any 
city except. Philadelphia. Tam still going to keep them on the top. T 
am still going to rate their work at the top until I finish this hearing, 
but I am | impressed with what I have found here in Chicago, the way 
you all cooperate. I am still worried about this, Judge, Why hasn’t 
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the situation improved more in Chicago and in Illinois with all the 
work you gentlemen are doing! We will come to that in a minute, 
but of the total arrests now for the first 6 months of this year, 3,682, 
involving narcotic addiction or narcotic cases, when on dinges tion we 
tind the totals turned in to us as 2,555—2,855 out of 35,652 

Now, how do you reconcile those figures ¢ ‘There we Meee the arrests 
far—in a far greater number in proportion to the discharge cases. 
That doesn’t count where there was no conviction on account of other 
things; maybe they lost the case, but 2.835 of them were discharged. 
What would you say about that? 

Mr. GROSSO. What would you Say they were charged with there, 
Senator ¢ 

Senator Dante. It says they were charged with 

Mr. GurKNecut. Most of them are disorder ly conduct. 

Senator Daniev. Well, I have all the things they were charged with 
by number: pickpockets, shoplifting, purse snatching, prostitution. 

Now, wait a minute ; I am now reading from page 3 of this semi 
annual report of the narcotics bureau, which is simply a list of what 
they were suspected of when they were picked up. Now, where do 
we find out what they were charged with ¢ 

Mr. GurkNeEcut. On the second page. (See p. 4245.) 

Senator Danie. Yes, all right. Here is what they were charged 
with, in the first place, 2,531 of them of being addicts. That is in 
viol: a of municipal laws; is that right / 


Mr. Grosso. Loitering, addiction. In other words, to sustain a con 
viction there, you have to prove they were loitering and you have to 
prove the other difficult phase of it, that they were addicts. That is 
more or less a difficult thing to prove. We have some slight advantage. 
We have some slight advantage in the appearance of multiple needle 
marks and those things, but they are not enough to satisfy a judge 
and even a local narcotics court, that there is something there to war- 
rant a finding of guilty. 

Now, as Judge Gutknecht told you about 9 large number of pe op le 
that are arrested, that the police are somewhat prone to pick up these 
people: it is true that it is probab ly stndinnnle ted they will be dis- 
charged, but they do serve a purpose in having to be processed through 
our department, because we operate on a premise in order to catch a 
dope peddler you must have an addict. Before you catch a big dope 
peddler, you have got to have a small one. They fit into this picture. 
They form a part of this process whereby we acquire our information, 
our intelligence about the tarffic; where the troublesome spots are; 
where enforcement measures should be concentrated; who is who, 
where they are operating, and all those various different things, that 
we can catalog this information, evaluate it, and use it to test the 
credibility or the correctness of other information that we receive 
from time to time. 

That is the only way I can explain it, Senator. 

Senator Daniev. Now, it does appear that about 1,500 of these 
people were convicted during the first 6 months of this year, and 
received less—all the 1,500 that I have totaled here—than 1 vear’s 
sentence, | year or less. 

Now, it appears that 20 of these defendants this year received 2 
years; 9 received 3 years; 2 received 4 years; and that none enna 
the maximum, up until June 30 of this year. 
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Now, I am just reading those into the record. As I understand it 
there has been a change in that situation since June 30 of this year, 
has it not? 

Mr. Grosso. Because of the personnel, the staff of the court. One 
judge, his individual reaction toward a problem differs from another, 
say, or maybe 2 or 3 others who probably receive that assignment 
throughout the year or throughout a period of 2 or 3 years. 

Senator Dantet. Who is the judge that is meting out the heavy 
sentence now ? 

Mr. Grosso. His name is Cwiklinski. 

Senator Danie. How do you spell that ? 

Mr. Grosso. C-w-i-k-l-i-n-s-k-i. 

Senator Danre.. How long has he been on that bench ? 

Mr. Grosso. He has been a municipal court judge shortly under 
2 years. He has been in there since June 30. 

Senator Danret. How long will he stay there? 

Mr. Gurxnecut. As long as we can persuade him to stay there. 

Senator Dante. I would like to join in the hope he will stay there, 
too. 

Mr. Gutxnecnt. I might say this also, so you can appreciate an- 
other picture, that he is getting an awful lot of changes of venue. 

Senator Danre.. Changes of venue. Is he granting many of them? 
You mean you are changing in his court? 

Mr. Gurknecut. No, the professionals are taking out, where they 
can, so you get a little picture of what goes on in some of these cases 
last year, because of enforcing this law, that you could only have a 
change of venues from two judges. Certain of these, this branch of 
the profession got an act through in the legislature that they could 
have a change of venue from all but one of the judges. There are 36 
municipal court judges, and here I want to praise the press. We 
got the press alerted, and the press got on the job. Every one of the 
metropolitan papers had an editorial on it, and so on, and we got the 
law thrown out. It was not signed. I am pretty sure it was passed, 
but the Governor vetoed it, and if it hadn’t been for that, our friend, 
the judge, now would hardly be hearing a case today. 

Now, we have to handle the judicial picture, we have to handle 
this geographical picture with kid gloves. I am anathema to many, 
and after this testimony I will be anathema to many more for what 
I have already said. 

Senator Danre.. You are not telling me anything new about han- 
dling these things with kid gloves. That is why I had to work so 
hard to get all the testimony yesterday and these facts from you all, 
not that you are holding back, but you don’t want to say anything 
that will offend these judges. 

Mr. Gurxnecut. I am willing to say anything, but I don’t want 
my friends of the press to headline the things as not important, when 
there are so many important things. 

Now, one other thing. I talked about the geographical matter. 
That is the most serious part of it. I am looking for constructive 
measures, and it could be dynamite in other respects. I am not talking 
about myself. I am talking about the problem. 

Senator Danrev. Do you have any suggestions? I know what you 
mean. We developed it here yesterday. I don’t know whether you 
were here at the time, being from the South, when I found during the 








ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 4299 


first few hearings in the North as high as 90 percent of the addictions 
and violations among colored people, among the Negro population, 
I said I didn’t want to go into it, | 

just trying to hit them. 

When I did decide that the facts should be developed to have a 
true picture, | said this: That it may be that we of our race are re- 
sponsible for part of it, and certainly with that, on that premise, 
with that premise and having made that statement, | felt free, after 
the first few hearings, to go on into this matter, because the same thing 
is in the Army. 

Mr. GurKnecut. Let me say this, following what you are saying. 
These are the victims now we are talking about. 

Senator Danrev. Right. 

Mr. Gurxknecnt. They are not the top sellers and they are only a 
certain portion of the middle sellers. 

Senator Dantie.. Right. 

Mr. GuTKnecut. That is why I believe, and again it is not my field, 
but it is this distribution that is so important, and that is why a 
little more money from the Federal angle may be quite a bit. There 
is a concentrated area in which a certain large number of Federal 
agencies could possibly be able to get the start to trace this thing back 
The white race is responsible for the distribution of narcotics in 
America, and let’s not kid ourselves. The others are the victims. 

Senator Danrex. Certainly members of the white race are responsi- 
ble for the smuggling, 7 of it. 

I was about to say, I didn’t believe that we had yet run into any 
bigtime smugglers who were members of the Negro race, but I have to 
make an exception as far as my own State is concerned, because over 
the Mexican border we have had a few bigtime smugglers who got 
their wares smuggled in from Mexico, operating in Houston. 

Also there was one in New York, George Hall, who appeared be 
fore this committee, who was part of the Mexico to Houston to New 
York operation, but with just a few exceptions you are right. 

Mr. GurKknecnt. Fifty-nine percent at least. 

Senator Dantev. Right, and I would say that group is making the 
most or at least putting away the most money off the narcotics racket. 

Now, do you have any suggestions? I understand your narcotic 
arrests run at the figure, among your Negro population, of 1 to 71 
in that population, as compared with 1 to 4,100, 1 to 4.100 among the 
white population here in Chicago. Now, that is a shocking thing, 
because that incidence of 1 to every 71 is something that anyone who 
is interested in his city and his country and humanity, ought to want 
to do something about. 

Do you have any suggestion about anything specific, other than the 
Federal Government trying to get more men here and among this 
race, where we find the incidence that high? 

Mr. GuTKnecut. Except that I have already covered, I say I would 
like to see the bar association show more interest in the criminal ac- 
tivities of certain lawyers. 

Senator Dantex. Of certain lawyers? 

Mr. Gurxnecut. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have any reason to believe or would you 
want to go that far, do you mean by that, their professional activities, 
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or do you believe that some of our brethren of the bar actually have 
any interest in this racket ? 

Mr. Gurxnecurt. I stated, I said that the narcotics picture is a 
gang-controlled picture in my estimation, without being able to have 
the evidence. It is controlled by lots of money. We do find that 
whenever we get the biggest shots, it comes down to a particular 
group of lawyers. 

Senator Daniev. Of lawyers who handle the cases ? 

Mr. Gurknecut. Who handle the cases. Now, this is not the kind 
of work for a criminal lawyer, who has the reputation for being able 
to get a man off by getting the jury to w veep and can make a reputation. 
You don’t get him ‘off by making the jury weep, because we got a lot 
of lawyers ‘that would be pretty good for specializing in that kind 
of forensic oratory. It is a little more than that. It is a controlled 
operation. 

Senator Daniev. Now, Judge—— 

Mr. GurKnecnut. Since I haven’t the proof, that may be an irre- 
sponsible statement, but the State’s attorney learns a lot of things 
that he can’t prove. 

Senator Dantet. Judge, going now to these penalties 7 have been 
meted out here, let’s not come up past June 30, 1955. I understand 
some heavier sentences are now being meted out in all the courts, but 
coming up to June 30, 1955, according to the figures that were in- 
troduced yesterday, we had since 1951 in the municipal court, a total 
of only 10 out of over 5,000 where the sentences were the maximum in 
the municipal court. 

Then turning to the Federal court, which we haven’t introduced in 
evidence yet into the record, but we have them here, and I went over 
them last night and they are mighty, mighty low. I would say the 
minimum sentence is handed down in this district, rather than the 
maximum for the sellers of heroin. That is without an actual count, 
but it is the way it would spon to me, and I hope no one will use it 
until we give the actual count at 2 o’clock this afternoon, and then use 
it then, because as you say, there shouldn’t be anything written like 
that, but from a quick look at it last night, it would appear there are 
more minimum sentences for the sale of heroin and marihuana than 
we have maximum sentences in the Federal court. 

Now, have you all ever figured the statistics on your State court 
convictions as to what sentences run over any period of time? Do you 
have any statistics you could give me on that? 

Mr. Gurxnecut. No; I haven't, but there is something here that I 
think it only fair to emphasize e, and I think Mr. Tieken will go along 
with me on this: There is in this country a very definite policy ‘that has 
been established for years by the Federal courts, by the administration 
of justice in Washington on selective enforcement. They are even 
more limited than we are in facilities and, consequently, there will be 
more of a tendency to be certain of the kind of cases they present to the 
judge. 

That is an approach that I can well sympathize with, and I believe it 
is a necessary approach from the Federal angle. 

From the State angle, as a general picture, including narcotics, of 
course, the State’s attorney has to work a little bit more on this basis, 
he knows what he is dealing with in the local area, he knows there is 
going to be many a slip between the cup and the lip, the arrest and the 
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conviction. I have made it an invariable rule that where | have 
grounds to take a person before the jury with credible evidence, | will 
accept an indictment, even though | know that the chances are fait 
i will not be able to get a conviction, because when | am dealing w 
organized crime it is a form of legal harassment, if you follow me 

Now, there will be a tendency, ‘and I think from the Federal picture 
it is necessary to be a little more careful, but I know of no way that the 
police can fight this narcotics picture, except by making these arrests 
of addicts with stretching the law, though they do have a vagranc) 
law, and in my book this case I was talking to you about, after we took 
a very definite trimming, as the crime commission re ports will show 
you, a trimming not justified in the law, I reindicted, and I may there 
get a legal trimming again, which I might be entitled to under that 
law—the first one I was not entitled to, under the law. 

Now, without stressing it too much, have I made that distinction 

Senator Dante.. Yes. 

Mr. GuTKNEcHurt (continuing). That we must, in going into this, take 
a lot of chances on the convictions ? 

Senator Dante. Yes; I understand fully, and I agree with the 
policy you are following. If I were a prosecutor I think I would do 
the same thing. 

What I would like to ask you, though, is where you have obtained 
convictions in State courts, could you send to us in Washington 
would it be too much trouble to ask you to give us the statistics on the 
offense and the years assessed for, say, about a year back ? 

Mr. Gurxnecut. We can do that. 

Senator Daniex. Fora year previous to this time ? 

Mr. Gurxnecur. We will do that. 

Mr. Grosso. That is on direct narcotics violations ? 

Senator DanreL. On narcotics possession and sale, just show what 
the violation is. 

Mr. Grosso. I want to add one thing here, Senator, on your unlaw- 
ful possession, and you know with a great many sellers you c — 
always get the evidence directly tending to convicting for a sale, but 
it is through the guise of a possession charge that m: iny dope peddlers 
are convic ‘ted, and although the scope of our possession law is very 
broad, in that it permits, in the light of being a misdemeanor, being 
ible to sentence up to 5 years, and. up to a $5,000 fine, and with both 
these maximums, coupled together at the current rate at which a fine 
is worked out in our house of correction, it would be pretty near 14 
years. 

Well, the reason why these judges are reluctant to go beyond a year, 
even though they have the scope of going much more in these local 
institutions like the county jail and the house of correction, you are 
getting up with the type of people that belong in the penitentiaries, 
and these local jails don’t have the security features, the working ar- 
rangements, or any of the other things, that are characteristic of a 
real penitentiary 

These institutions were intended to house transient offenders for 
short periods, like the usual drunk to clean up for a few days in the 
house of correction, and it would certainly be an outlandish thing to 
keep a large number of these prisoners, who are in for many years, 
and require maximum security. Do you follow me there? 
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Senator DanreL. Why can’t you take care of that by bringing those 
cases in your State court ! 

Mr. Grosso. You mean indictment into the criminal court ? 

Senator Dantex. Yes. 

Mr. Gurxnecut. I will give you one answer in our local picture. 
We have, with four and a half million people, I guess, the largest 
county. You see, the New York picture is different, they have 5 dif- 
ferent boroughs, and we have 1 county. We are always trying to 
make bricks without clay, to say nothing of straw. 

We have a grand-jury picture here, with a limited number of judges. 
I fight and finally get nine in the criminal court, and I have to use 
these municipal courts, and in the county I have no resource, because 
I don’t have the equivalent. We have to change a lot of charges on 
other things to misdemeanors, knowing that in the specialist courts 
we will get as much punishment, and maybe more, than we will get in 
the criminal courts, and that is why there are a lot of those sentences, 
and if we made an indictment for every felony, and did not exercise 
an option of taking a lot of these misdemeanors, we would be so 
thoroughly choked in that indictment and in the criminal courts we 
would be stymied. 

Senator Danret. You mean the business of your State courts is that 
heavy that you could not try the cases ¢ 

Mr. Gurknecut. Under the constitution of the State, I think we 
would be entitled to something like 200 more judges than we have. 
We wouldn’t dare to ask for them. We finally got about 20 more 
3 or 4 years ago. 

I mean, all of those problems are so tied up with local matters, 
just like we have our criminal court way out on the West Side, and 
we have a professional group of lawyers handling 70 percent of the 
criminal cases, because it is so far out that 90 or 95 percent of the 
lawyers won't touch criminal cases. 

Senator Dantet. But, Judge—— 

Mr. Gurknecut. If we had a downtown courtroom here this picture 
would be entirely different in the specialized criminal lawyer type. 

Now, these are small matters, but when they are combined 

Senator Dante. They all combine to make a picture where you 
are not getting as high court sentences for the narcotic violators as 
you ought to have in order to lick the traffic, is that a fair conclusion ! 

Mr. Gurknecut. Yes, but that is true also in other things, and with 
the parole picture centralized in the State, we are not only sending 
a lot down, but they are also getting out a lot quicker. 

So do you see why I, as State’s attorney, feel that the greatest 
value you can give us, as representatives of the Federal Government, 
is a security institution, because it would solve the hospital features, 
it would solve the hospital features for these poor victims, it would 
solve the security picture, it would give us the specialized treatment, 
and then it would take away from any sentimental judge the feeling 
that in their throwing a victim into a jail, “we better have him out on 
the street,” as so many of them feel. 

Senator DanteL. Yes. 

Mr. Gurknecut. So many of our problems would be solved by a 
Lexington right here in our midst. 

Senator Dantex. But there are a lot of local things to be done, too. 

Mr. GuTKNecHrT. I agree. 
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Senator Danret. And you are holding meetings with legislators, 
both on the State and on the National level ¢ 

Mr. Gurknecut. That is right. 

Senator Daniex. And we need to do work on both levels. 

Mr. Gurknecut. That is right. 

Senator Daniet. As a matter of fact, I lean toward the National 
Association of Attorneys Generals’ recommendation, that Congress 
pass a law providing that State courts may send their addicts on com 
mitments, or on probation arrangements, to the Federal hospitals, on 
a reimbursable basis. 

The States’ attorneys general have not asked the Federal Govern 
ment to bear all the expense, except the original hospital staff and 
the hospital, but that the State reimburse the Federal Government 
for patients sent there under State commitments. 

The cost would not be a great cost if it were handled in that way. 
But I doubt that the Federal Government could possibly handle all 
of the addicts in the country. It does seem to me that you are going 
to have to have some local attention to it, too. 

Now, we are taking more time than | could afford to take this morn- 
ing but, as I say, every time you start talking to lawyers and prose- 
cutors about what their courts are doing, a committee member has 
to just drag it out of some of you, some of these things, because you 
don’t want to look like you are criticizing. 

Mr. GutKNecuT. You didn’t have to do any dragging with me, my 
friend. 

Senator Dantet. Do you think this is also a fair statement, and 
that is, that in any place where you have lower penalties for your 
addicts and for your peddlers than other areas, especially nearby 
areas, you are going to attract addicts and peddlers into the area 
with the lower penalties? 

Mr. GutKnecut. I am not only agreeing with that, but I am going 
to say this, for a propaganda job, as I look over the witnesses that 
you have had and are going to have, you have got the wrong witnesses 
for that, if you see what I mean. 

Senator Dantet. We have some more witnesses. 

Mr. Gurknecut. No, what I mean is this, we, the State’s attorney’s 
office and the police officers—and, of course, under the [Illinois law I 
have to keep reminding people that I am a judicial officer—we believe 
in jail sentences for narcotics violators, and we are doing our best to 
educate, where it is needed, the people that will send them to jail. 

JInfortunately, despite some of the editorials, I couldn’t send nar- 
cotic offenders to jail the day after I got off the bench. I can only 
recommend. And we are not recommending leniency for narcotics 
sellers, or even for the poor addicts, because it means murder, rape, 
and armed robbery, whether it is a seller or an addict that we are 
dealing with. So I will go along with you all the way on that. 

Senator Danret. Thank you very much, Judge, for your assistance. 
Please send us any other recommendations you might have. 

Mr. GutKnecut. We shall do that. We aire have some other 
material we think you might be interested in. 

Senator Danre,. Thank you very much. 

(For the following Illinois narcotics laws, see the appendix at pp. 
4454-4462 : Drug Addict Law, 1953; Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 1953; 

71515—56—pt. 9 —9 
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and Criminal Code, Chapter 38: Hypodermic Syringes and Needles 
(new), secs. 192.33; 192.34; 192.35; 192.36 and 192.37.) 

(The statement of John Gutknecht before the Subcommittee on 
Narcotics, Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives, 
U. S. Congress, in Chicago, Ill., November 16, 1955, follows: ) 


STATEMENT OF JOHN GUTKNECHT, STATE’S ATTORNEY OF CooK CouNTY, ILL.; Ac- 
COMPANIED BY PETER GROSSO AND LAWRENCE GENESEN, ASSISTANT STATE'S 
ATTORNEYS, Cook County, ILL., BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON NARCOTICS 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES 
CONGRESS, MEETING AT CHICAGO, ILL., NOVEMBER 16, 1955 


Mr. GurKNecnt. I want to say that I appreciate what the great Congressman, 
Mr. O’Brien, sai” 

I want at the very start to tell you that the work in narcotics in the Cook 
County area is being done based upon a very united effort on the part both of 
the Federal Government, the local authorities, certain voluntary institutions, and 
there is nobody who can be given a major portion of the credit because so many 
people deserve a lot of credit. 

Whatever the State’s attorneys’ suggestions may be, they come from a study 
of the very intensive work being done by the Chicago Police Department, by 
Aman of the Federal Government, by my assistants, Grosso and Genesen, and 
a number of others who are specializing in this work, and then the work of men 
and women in the different crime commissions that are doing a very good, vol- 
untary and able job. 

Now, I recognize that you do not want duplication. I suppose maybe some of 
the things that I will have to say are of a summary nature. 

I see that Lieutenant Healy is here and my assistants are here, and at any 
time today, or later on, we can furnish you plenty of statistics. 

The crime commission also will be able to do that. 

Mr. Boges. Will those statistics show the number of arrests and convictions? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. They will show that. 

Mr. Boces. Fine. 

Mr. GuTKNECHT. I do have some suggestions here. I will very speedily run 
through this statement which I have prepared. I do not think there is any 
question about this, that we all agree that possibly the narcotics are responsible 
for more crime than any other single factor, and it is a little dangerous to say 
this, but I do feel I have to say it, that in Chicago since we established a spe- 
cialized court, namely, a narcotics court, in our municipal court, which has 
jurisdiction up to 5 years and where a judge is sitting for years at a time, we are 
finding that we are getting better enforcement because of the specialized experi- 
ence of the judge than even in our criminal court where the different criminal 
courts may get 1 or 2 narcotics cases in the course of a number of months. 

I think that is a factor that I should emphasize because with all the good will 
in the world, unless judges have made a study of this problem they do not realize 
that the narcotics evil and the narcotics criminal are phenomena of a little bit 
different nature than the average criminal matter. 

We have come to the conclusion in Cook County from this very intensive study— 
because, remember, we organized the narcotics court only 5 years ago in the 
Chicago Municipal Court, we are strong for specialized courts and have had it 
in the hands of one particular judge for long periods—we have come to the con- 
clusion from our study very definitely that the narcotics seller must be punished, 
that probation and any leniency is more a mistake in this field of crime than in 
any other field of crime. 

We have also come to the conclusion that the narcotics addict cannot safely 
be treated in any outmethod of treatment. 

We feel quite strongly that, even though we consider them sick, even though 
having been seduced the way they were, they have our sympathy; they cannot 
be trusted at large and on this controversy that is going on throughout the coun- 
try between outtreatment and intreatment, I think it is almost a unanimous vote 
in the Chicago district that we are in favor of intreatment. 

Unfortunately criminal judges who are limited in their experience will be look- 
ing upon narcotics cases as they do other criminal cases, that possibly there 
should be special leniency there. 

I want to make as strong a plea against that approach as I can. The man 
who sells dope is selling murder, rape, armed robbery, and every other crime 
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under the calendar and the diminution we have made in the Chicago district, 
and it has been a drastic one, has been on the recognition by the authorities tha 
there has to be punishment. 

And that is why, incidentally, that we are hoping in the Federal fleld the Boggs 
law will be amended to carry the same penalties as in Illinois. In Illinois f 
our first offender, we have the right to impose a sentence of from 2 years to life 
for sale. 

Mr. Boges. Is that for the first offender? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. That is for the first offense. We have a wide scope there. We 
did have an act passed unanimously by the legislature against probation 

Even though it was passed unanimously, it was vetoed by the Governor 

Unfortunately, I don’t believe that the Governor was fully apprised of the 
need there. 

For the addict, we have for the first offense, 1 to 5; and second offense, 2 to lift 

Giving the authority to the judge to use his discretion for a long maXimum 
sentence, I think has been a big factor in what we have done in Chicag 

I want to say this: We are a large district. It is the largest State's attorney's 
office in the country, or the world. We have 4% million people, so there is plenty 
of crime here regardless of the fact that the Federal figures show, we are the 
next best city of the large cities in the low ratio of crime per 1,000 population 

And our experience in this reduction definitely is in favor of severity, par 
ticularly in narcotics. 

With reference to the question of barbiturates, which I know you are quite 
interested in, I want to say that we have relatively few cases involving crime in 
our courts in connection with barbiturates. That problem today in this area, I 
would eall it, is more social than criminal, though undoubtedly it leads sooner 
or later to the use of stronger drugs in many cases. We do feel that there is need 
for a closer control of the outlet, both in connection with the pharmacist 
and the physician. 

Our drug laws today in Illinois are of very little value on barbiturates because 
they exclude mixtures, and since the control of the outlet is pretty weak, since 
the mixture does not come within the law, I would say that on barbiturates we 
just do not have a possibility of much control. Something should be done both 
in Federal and in the State field in connection with that. 

Now, on our figures on enforcement, I think this should be emphasized. In the 
2% years since I have been in office, I do not know of a case of the use of nar 
cotics resulting in the criminal court that has any tieup with our school system 

Five, six, eight years ago we could not have said that. 

In addition to the fact that the schools are not now tied up in any instance in 
the past few years with the narcotic evil, we have had— 

Mr. Boces. Judge, may I interrupt you there? 

Mr. GuUTENKNECHT. Yes. 

Mr. Boees. I think that is quite a remarkable record. What has accounted 
for that? 

Mr. GUTENKNECHT. I tell you what has accounted for that. The police depart- 
ment of Chicago has done a wonderful job. The different crime committees have 
done an excellent job in the schools. 

I see the young lady here I think you are going to call on. She is going to 
tell you about the program in connection with lectures and so forth in the 
schools. 

The juvenile officers were alerted to that a few years ago. It has been an 
intensive program from the standpoint of the schools, tied up with the incressed 
severity since we have established that specialized court because, you see, those 
cases would be the cases that would come within this court carrying a penalty 
as much as a 5-year sentence, so that we are able to crack down by virtue of 
this specialized court. 

Now, that specialized court and the work of the juvenile court as shown in the 
stepped-up figures, has had quite a result in connection with the arrests. 

In 1951 we had our arrests go up from 6,700 to as much as 8,200 2 years later. 
That was the increased program. The last 2 years we have had a reduction. 
This year it is going to run about 7,300, but the important fact on that is that 
the arrests represent over 50 percent, close to 60 percent of what I would call 
harassment cases ending in discharges because they are picked up on suspicion 
and matters of that kind. 

So we can’t test the results by the number of arrests because if you have real 
enforcement, immediately your arrests are going to jump up. 
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At the same time, in 1954, we sentenced a total of 1,254 people to jail. Now, 
that based upon the record of some years ago, is quite an increase and at least 
5U percent of these were sent for more than 1 year. 

Remember that in a field of this type the statistics alone will tell no story 
unless you can back them up with the field out of which they arise. 

Increased sending of people to jail is not a sign of increased addiction in the 
Chicago area. It is a sign of having cut down the addiction and really getting 
enforcement. 

In the meantime, the addicts in the youthful age under 21 have dropped so 
treniendously, that while we had 106 apprehended in 1950, despite this increase 
In arrests in the last few years there were only 17 in 1954. 

That fits in with this school problem that I was speaking about. 

I Want to come back again to this. The fact that we have cut down on juve- 
niles, but have a pretty steady picture of arrests on the adults carries out our 
theory that for the addicts outtreatment is a hopeless solution. I am not speak- 
ing of treatment once we have given an addict his term in jail and trying to 
cure him and later on he has to have additional outtreatment. 

When you get an addict in court and let him go out on the streets with a pro- 
gram of some outtreatment, from our viewpoint, that is hopeless. 

I feel quite encouraged and I am sure that other people in the field that are 
here today feel quite encouraged, that we have had such tremendous result where 
there is hope, namely with the youth. 

With the middle-aged addicts, I think the doctors will agree with me that they 
are in a pretty hopeless condition. 

Now, I do want to emphasize this, that the cooperation with the Federal 
autiiorities in this area, I think, is excellent. Mr. Aman, of the Federal depart- 
ment, has been cooperating with our office and the Federal district attorney has 
cooperated with our office. 

You see, our Federal laws are essentially based on revenue laws. Our State 
laws are criminal laws. The result is that in some fields it is easier to get con- 
victions under the Federal law than under the State law. 

In some fields, though, in some instances, we can give a little more punish- 
ment, particularly with our specialized court. 

So it has been very necessary that we have that complete interaction and I 
can speak nothing but highly of the cooperation we are getting from the Federal 
department. 

Now, I do know that we need, and I think also the Federal Government needs, 
more agents, more workers in the field, and while I believe I am as conscious 
of the expenditure of money—I have a reputation for squeezing a nickel for the 
public purposes—in narcotics it is about the most expensive way you can save 
Federal money or State money, that is to try to cut down on money for Federal 
enforcement or State enforcement. 

From out of my very limited appropriation we furnish most of the money in the 
Chicago area for “buys.” I am going to be a little more liberal, myself, if I can 
find it out of the appropriation, but you know this is one field where you have to 
make “buys.” 

Since a little package of narcotics means $2,500 or so, and since you have to be 
very careful that if you are too free with money it may go into false leads, it is a 
difficult problem. 

With the return on successful arrests, however, it is finally only a matter of a 
few thousand dollars and a few thousand dollars will result in many, many 
convictions. 

Now, I am going to say something here that maybe is not my business and 
yet I think it is, because it is solely a Federal picture. Since I believe in enforce- 
ment and I think all of the experience is with me, since I believe in severity in 
narcotics, since I do believe there must be intreatment for addiction and not out- 
treatment, the most important thing in my book that the Federal Government 
could do, it can increase the number at security hospitals or security institutions, 
and if there is one thing that would help us in the Chicago area, and I am thinking 
in terms of 10 million or 15 million within close proximity to the city of Chicago, 
it would be a Federal institution. 

I know Congressman Murray, I know that Congressman O’Brien, whom we are 
so proud of in the Chicago area because we consider him the dean down there in 
Washington and particularly of our group, and I know that Congressman Boyle 
and Congressman Yates will all agree with me on that. We have established—we 
are just getting to work on it—a committee and two branches of the committee, 
one has to do with our legislative field and I have had unanimous response in 
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the Chicago area for membership on that committee and our local Congressmen 
are working on a congressional committee in connection with our area. 

It is not merely trying to influence legislation. Of course, we are interested in 
certain legislation, but we are also interested in their influence in helping this 
local narcotics situation. 

Of course, throughout the country the jails are overcrowded but it is not the 
fact though, that we want a new jail at public expense, it is the fact that as we 
study this, the treatment, even of the seller, to say nothing of the addict, which is 
definitely a hospital treatment, is not a treatment which can properly be handled 
in the average jail or the average penitentiary and if we had in the Chicago dis- 
trict, an additional Lexington with possibly some additional changes being 
necessary in the law, and maybe some different methods of treatment in line with 
more advanced knowledge—if we had an institution of that type whereby, with 
proper legislation, we could send the State and Federal offenders within the 
Chicago district, I feel certain that that alone would be tremendously important 
in reducing crime in combined with the strict enforcement we are having now. 

Mr. Karsten. Mr. Chairman, on that point I would like to ask whether or not 
the State or the city of Chicago has any medical facilities of its own for the 
handling of these cases. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. We have. Mr. Grosso will go into that, as to how far we are 
getting. 

I might say this for you: The narcotics cases in the whole Cook County field 
is supposed all to siphon out through the 11th Street Police Building where the 
State’s attorney has an office and all of these individuals are immediately brought 
into the Chicago police and our representatives there. They keep a card index on 
the whole area. 

It is a unified picture that has enabled us in addition to solve thousands of other 
crimes. 

Mr. Grosso. Congressmen, the State of Illinois, through its deparement of 
public health, maintains three outpatient narcotics clinic. 

Mr. KARSTEN. You say outpatients? 

Mr. Grosso. That is right. They receive their source of patients from dis- 
chargees from our local jails, from voluntary referrals, from physicians, psychia- 
trists, and sometimes from dischargees from the United States Public Health 
Service Hospital at Lexington. 

Mr. Boaes. In connection with the hospital at Lexington, do you have 
local followup program for those patients? 

Mr. Grosso. No, sir; only that in sort of an unorganized way that probably 
they will be told about it on their discharge or we will be sought out here if 
they wish to go voluntarily, but there is no systematized channeling of people 
from Lexington. 

Mr. Boccs. Normally they just come back? 

Mr. Grosso. Especially these three clinics were designed to conduct research 
work in the field of attempting to ascertain what causes narcotics addiction rather 
than to conduct an overall outpatient treatment of a psychiatric and psycholog- 
ical nature, attempting to cure emotional disturbances that are felt to 
responsible for narcotic addition. 

As a matter of fact, the clinics seek to use the addicts who appear there as 
devices for learning something about the field, more than trying to help the 
addict. 

Mr. KarsTeN. Are you actually effecting cures on the addicts in your out- 
patient procedures? 

Mr. Grosso. I couldn’t say as to that. You will have two men who 
engaged in the clinic who will appear here. 

Mr. KarsteN. On your Federal prisoners, Judge, you can send them to Lexing- 
ton under the proper circumstances? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Yes. 

Mr. Karsten. This is limited to State and local offenses? 

Mr. GuTKNECHT. Yes. The reason I feel so emphatic about this, this is essen- 
tially a Federal problem, the narcotics are being dumped back and forth by 
their migration. It has to be handled in the national field with the cooperation 
of the local groups and the distinct nature of a security institution is such that 
it should be covering more than a statewide area. 

I think we need the help of the Federal Government in every sense of the 
word on this problem. 

Now, except for some additional suggestions, that are already in the state- 
ment, that is the approach of my office on this field —— 
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Mr. KaRsTEeN. I would like to ask an additional question. Do you feel that 
perhaps changing the rules and regulations for admission to Lexington might 
serve the same puprose? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. My understanding is that you are pretty crowded down 
there, aren’t you? 

Mr. Karsten. No, they are not operating at capacity. When we were down 
there a couple of weeks ago on our hearings they were not at peak capacity at 
that time. 

Mr. GuTKNECHT. Then if you changed the laws sufficiently so that we could 
send them down, I am afraid a few of our large city areas would more than 
crowd you in a very few weeks. 

Mr. Boacs. You would fill them up overnight. 

Mr. Karsten. You had a thousand over a period of a year in Chicago. 

Mr. GuTKNEcHT. Yes. 

Mr. KArsSTEN. Of course you might have to enlarge the facilities, but that is 
not too many I think for a city the size of Chicago. 

Mr. GuTKNECcHT. You see, if we have a case and the relatives say they will 
get them into Lexington, through our probation we do keep some control of them. 

I would feel, though, I think the students of the field would say they would 
want some changes in that Lexington picture, particularly because of this 
necessary intreatment, but I think it would help if the law was changed so we 
could send them down, but I still think you would need more—— 

Mr. Karsten. The treatment of addicts is such a highly specialized type of 
treatment ; it is not available at various hospitals. We have only two hospitals 
in this country equipped to do it. There is not sufficient to handle narcotics 
throughout the country. 

Mr. GuTKNEcHT. I think we are agreeing except that I feel that once you 
liberalize the laws of admission and tie it up with the right of the State to make 
it mandatory to go there, then you are going to find that even though the 
personne! is limited, you are going to have to at least double the number. 

Mr. Karsten. Increase the capacity? 

Mr. GuTKNECHT, Yes. 

Mr. Grosso. Congressman, may I add one thing? 

It was suggested, I tell you, in connection with that last phase that you and 
I were talking about, in connection with how the clinics up here get their patients, 
and we dwelt somewhat on whether they were referred directly by the United 
States Public Health Service hospital at Lexington upon discharge, I might say 
this: that the United States Public Health Service hospital system insofar as 
it relates to these two hospitals at Lexington and Fort Worth, are cloaked with 
a great deal of security and the dissemination of any information about an 
addict is naturally restricted and prohibited, so if they were to refer them to 
our clinic it would be clearly a violation or breach of that security. 

Mr. Boccs. We went into that point in Lexington several weeks ago. The 
doctors there are equally concerned about that prohibition because a man or 
woman may stay there for a given period of time and insofar as that person is 
concerned, as of that moment that person is allegedly cured of his or her 
addiction, but then there is no way to refer that person either to a local agency 
or to an employment agency or to a welfare organization which can provide the 
necessary followup treatment, psychiatric and otherwise. I am very glad that 
you mentioned that point. 

I think it is a very serious defect in the Federal law. 

Judge, I am very much interested in your recommendations, particularly with 
respect to penalties. What are the [Illinois penalties? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. You mean what does the judge actually give? 

Mr. Boaees. No. 1, as I understand it, you make quite a distinction between 
the seller, the trafficker, and the user or the addict. 

Mr. GuTKNECHT. I think the information you should have so as to show you 
this local setup is as follows: our municipal court has some 36 judges, only has 
jurisdiction up to a year in jail, but by virtue of a special law we have authority 
to go as high as 5 years in narcotic cases. 

So, any of the statutes in connection with narcotics where the sentence would 
not be more than 5 years, can be brought in the narcotics court. 

And that is where we are having our specially stepped-up program, because 
of the fact that with this specialized judge we are getting these 1-year, 2-year, 
and 5-year sentences. 

Mr. Boaes. So in your opinion, a stiff penalty imposed has quite a deterrent 
effect, has it not? 
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Mr. GuTKNecHT. There is no question about that. 

We come to the second, Damely, the fact that for the seller we can make use of 
that two to life. Of course, you understand this, you have had this undoubtedly 
in other testimony. Last month I had two defendants that I had in my own 
office, talking to them, trying to get some information, with nobody else there, 
unrelated cases, a week apart. The wording was a little different but each one 
of those defendants, when I tried to get him to help in connection with pushers, 
the sellers, the higher ups, said to me, “Well, Judge, what can you do? You 
can give me a couple of years. I have been there before. You can give me time 
If I tell you and its gets out, I will be dead before the week is over.” 

While I am emphasizing the fact that we have fear that helps us a great deal 
under the provisions of the law where we can sentence them to 2 years to life 
tor sale, I still recognize that the fear we can use as prosecutors is not nearly 
as great as the fear that the sellers have of the gangs because of their willingness 
to kill. 

That is a little aside from the question you asked me. 

Whoever violates that act by selling, prescribing, administering, or dispensing 
any narcotic drugs shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary for any term from 
~ years to life, and whoever violates the act for a tirst offense for possession, 
for a period not less than 1 year nor more than 5 years, or both, that is where, 
with that provision, our municipal court can come into effect. 

Then, for any subsequent or second offense we have the 2 years to life there. 

This was passed in 1953, so we have been working under it now slightly more 
than 2 years. 

Mr. Boees. Have any of them gotten life? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. I think there have been about 5. 

Now, as I say, and this is a touchy thing, I will repeat it, though: With the 
specialized judges—and, of course, our specialized judge only has the 5-year 
authority—we are on the same set of facts getting much better punishment. 

Mr. KAkSTEN. This is in your municipal court? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Yes. We could not possibly throw the whole jurisdiction into 
the municipal court. I think if we could I would like to see it done. 

We have found this, first, in traffic, that 20 years ago when we started in this 
traffic picture the people were practically hopeless in their attitude toward the 
traffic and it took specialized work to sell it to the public. We could not get 
judges at one time to fine people for speeding. When you got a few judges 
trained in the traffic field and who realized the overall effect, not merely thinking 
of the poor defendant who is before you because we can sympathize with any- 
body rightly, he asked, “‘What is it going to do if I send him to jail?” 

Once we have specialized judges on these social problems it is as important 
as anything else we can do, but, of course, we cannot have specialized judges in 
the criminal court itself. 

Mr. Boces. Mr. Sadlak? 

Mr. SapriakK, In mentioning the specialized judges and the specialized court, 
how do you go about selecting them? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. You see, we have 36 judges in the municipal court in Chicago. 
We started in, I think we were the first city, some 30 years ago, to have a boys’ 
court. The juvenile court age is up to 17, which has the juvenile court. 

So boys from 17 to 21, we have in a boys’ court. Any arrests of a boy under 
21 goes first to the boys’ court unless he is tied up in a felony matter where 
I have to indict the adults and I bring the boy along because I cannot spoil the 
case, you see. 

Then, after we followed with the boys’ court, we had a woman's court. We 
now have a domestic relations court. 

And, of course, we have 3 specialized traffic courts, 1 for speeding, the other 2 
for drunken driving and matters of that kind. 

Then in 1951 the latest addition to our specialized courts was narcotics. Then 
we have a chief justice who has our criminal court. The chief justice in the 
other courts is appointed every year by the rest of the judges, but in the munic- 
ipal court we elect a chief justice for a 6-year term just as we elect the other 
36 alternating every 2 years, 12. 

This chief justice has the authority of making assignments. Of course, with 
the change in the chief justice you may have to educate a chief justice to the 
importance of certain specialized courts like the boys’ court. However, we have 
been fortunate there. 

We had Judge Gorman assigned to the narcotics court in 1951 until he got on 
the circuit court in 1954. The municipal court is just as important as the other 
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courts, but they don’t pay quite as much. And prestige partly goes in connection 
with pay. 

Now, we have Judge Kluczynski in the narcotics court. He is doing an excel- 
lent job. 

As a matter of fact, we do have one difficulty in that the lawyers have a right 
to take changes of venue. We prevented a law being passed giving them the right 
to take more than two changes. 

When Judge Kluczynski got into that court a few months ago they started 
taking changes of venue. That is partly corrected now, but for a while some 
of these other judges did not realize the seriousness and we were afraid our 
narcotics enforcement was going to be spoiled by that. 

It is now back in good shape, though. 

The Chief Justice knows he has a problem, looks over his material, and by 
trial and error finds good men. And he has not had many errors in the nar- 
ecoties court. 

Mr. SapLak. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Karsten. Mr. Baker. 

Mr. BaKer. On first offenders, in selling cases—of course, as I get it now, you 
do not have a mandatory prison sentence, although the legislature passed such a 
bill—what has been the experience in the past 2 years as to whether or not there 
has been probation on convictions? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. There has been some probation. I will say the States attorney 
has been consistently fighting probation in the sale of narcotics. 

Mr. Baker. In selling cases? 

Mr. GUTKNEcHT. In the sale. We have not taken that attitude consistently 
in the addict picture because so many different factors became involved. 

I will say that the judges, knowing the insistence in connection with that, 
there may be once in a while certain judges have created a doubt where one did 
not exist where they might have given us a verdict if they could have given 
probation, but they may have felt they should not have given probation. 

I am now referring to narcotics court. 

In other words, I mentioned in these notes I prepared I recognize that 
wherever you abolish probation there is going to be a certain attitude on the 
part of a few judges that since they don’t have probation they won’t convict. 
In a few cases there may be that attitude on the part of the jury. 

3ut I would rather take that chance and let the court carry its responsibility 
than in the field of narcotics leave the way open for probation on sellers, because 
I am frank to say that I feel strongly that since the sale of narcotics of any dose 
is a possible sale of rape, murder, or armed robbery, there are no sellers that we 
are getting that do not know what they are doing or they are so insane they 
should be locked up anyway. 

You may think that is a pretty hard-boiled attitude, but I am dealing with a 
pretty hard-boiled crime. 

Mr. Baker. That brings me to my next question, which I think is one of the 
main functions of this committee, as to whether the Federal law should be 
amended to make the first offense in selling cases mandatory. The statistics in 
New York showed that for the past year, the southern district of New York, 
about 400 were first offenders, and only 27 second offenders and 8 or 10 third 
offenders. 

Does that follow here, that is, that they push an individual without a previous 
conviction out in front to do the selling? 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr. Baker. As a result of the fact that first offenders do not have mandatory 
prison sentences? 

Mr. GutTKNEcutT. I think so, there is no question. Of course, that is a factor 
we had in crime. We had a case of young fellows killing an old man the other 
day. One fellow was on probation and had a bad record, but clearly was the 
leader. He puts the gun in the hands of a younger boy without a record, and he 
did the killing. 

You are going to have that done and you are going to have it done without 
this, whether or not the fellow has a record. This picking on the juvenile or 
the first offender to carry the heat is done from the day they think of the crime, 
until the day they get to the court. That is one of the consequences we have to 
take, I feel. 

Mr. Baker. It could well reach the place where practically every seller would 
be legally a first offender. 
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Mr. GUTKNECHT. Because of the gang back of him. Remember this, if that 
happens we are going to get a certain percentage and a good percentage of these 
sellers, first offenders, that are going to tell the State’s attorney where they got 
the stuff and help set up the higher up. That is an additional help we will gain 
from this because if every one of these first offenders knows they are going to 
jail unless they can buy immunity—I will put it that crudely; we never promise 
immunity—in other words, we get a lot of people, weak ones, that offer to put 
somebody else on the spot, knowing that if they do it they may get some help 
from us. That is a racket they indulge in. 

But any time we can get a real first offender to turn up somebody good higher 
up in this nefarious practice, I will take the responsibility, once we get the other 
fellow, of going before the court and saying, “This man put his finger on and 
helped us get a real conviction here. In the interest of justice I think we 
should have a nolle prosse.” 

Mr. Baker. Then, I understand it, you definitely recommend mandatory 
prison sentences, both Federal and State, in selling cases’ 

Mr. GuTKNEcHT. Correct. I think my boys will go along with me on that. 

Mr. GENESEN. There is a differentiation between getting a peddler for sale 
and also for possession. So if you were to up the laws I think they should in- 
clude possession to take care of the case where you find an individual who 
perhaps has thousands of dollars worth of narcotics. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. You are talking about upping the sentence. He is talking 
about taking away the right of probation. 

Mr. GENESEN. I think it should apply in some cases of possession, also, where 
a large amount of narcotics is involved. 

Mr. Baker. We had a recommendation that possession of more than a certain 
amount of heroin would presume it was for the purpose of the sale. You do not 
have any law of that kind; do you? 

Mr. GENESEN. No; we don’t. 

Mr. BAKER. Do you think there would be some merit in that? 

Mr. GENESEN. Yes. 

Mr. GuTKNECHT. We had a pinch here a few months ago. Even without a 
law when the case comes up for trial it is going to be a pretty weak jude not 
to consider the size of that. He is not going to consider the factor on this issue 
of the intent of sale. 

Mr. KARSTEN. Judge, I should like to take this opportunity to commend you 
and the fine work you are doing in Chicago. A great example of it is the muni- 
cipal court. We appreciate the information you have given the committee, and 
we thank you very much for the statement. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT, If my office can be of any help in the future just get in touch 
with us. 

(The formal statement of Mr. Gutknecht is as follows:) 


“STATEMENT OF JOHN GUTKNECHT, STATE’S ATTORNEY OF CooK CoUNTY, ILt. 


“Speaking as one who has the responsibility of trying to secure convictions for 
the violators of the narcotics laws in Cook County, and representing an area that 
is the largest area under the authority of one State’s attorney's office, I want to 
say that I appreciate the fact that this congressional committee is meeting here in 
Chicago to highlight a problem that represents possibly the most vicious problem 
in its ultimate effects of any that we have to deal with in the criminal law, 
namely: The illecal sale and use of narcotics. We feel that with an awakened 
public, the Cook County area is doing as aggressive and, we trust, as successful 
a job as is being done in the country, but we recognize that any success is limited 
and that greater efforts are always needed. 

“There is something about the trade in illicit narcotics that makes one feel 
everybody would aid in an organized effort to run out the evil, but experience 
tells us that the lure of the tremendous profits that can be made in illegal 
narcotics will always debauch some people and the task of enforcement is a 
never ending task. 

“Narcotics addiction is the prelude to armed robbery, rape, murder, and every 
crime on the books, and the narcotics peddler must be made responsible for the 
intent to commit the crimes that the drug he sells causes the victims to commit. 
We are glad to exchange our experience with the experience of other neighbor- 
hoods, and will be happy, not only today but at any time in the future to give all 
the help to the committee that we can possibly give. 
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“The first way to kill an evil is to make sure that the searchlight of publicity 
reveals the evil. That is one of the many reasons we welcome the committee to 
Chicago. Now may I make certain observations with reference to the problems 
of the committee as we see them from our position? 

“I am directing myself to the circular issued by the committee as to the pur- 
pose of the committee and what it is particularly interested in. 

“First. We understand that there have been suggestions made that the Boggs 
law should be increased in severity. We now have had for the past couple of 
years a law in the State of Illinois which gives a judge the right to impose a 
sentence of from 2 years to life on sale, from 1 to 5 years for the first offense 
of possession and from 2 years to life for the second offense. We are satisfied 
from our experience of the last number of years that this increase in severity has 
helped in the enforcement of the narcotics laws, has cut down our incidence of 
narcotics crimes, and that a similar increase in the Federal law would be of 
value. Weare satisfied from our experience that the first necessity in the attack 
on the narcotics evil is the knowledge on the part of the offenders that violations 
of the narcotics laws mean certain, swift, and severe punishment. A lenient 
attitude toward the narcotic violator can only mean increased violations, with 
other felonies and murder in their wake. 

“Second. With reference to the problem of barbiturates and amphetamines, 
we wish to say that we get relatively few cases involving them in our courts. 
Their problem to date in this area is as yet more social than criminal, though 
undoubtedly it will lead sooner or later to the use of stronger drugs in many 
cases. We feel that the immediate need there is closer control of the outlet, 
both in connection with the physician and the pharmacist. Our drug laws today 
are not of much value because mixtures are excluded and since the control of 
the outlet today is pretty weak anyway, there is needed not only the strengthen- 
ing of the law to include mixtures, but there is the need for more personnel for 
both State and Federal enforcement agencies to check on sales, amounts, and 
customers, and I would say in passing at this point that in the whole problem 
of narcotic enforcement one of the outstanding needs is more personnel, and in 
the long run it will be cheap at the price. 

“As to figures on enforcement, we wish to say first that teen-age violations 
have been drastically cut and violations in connection with schools have only 
occurred once in the past 2 years. In other words, the old problem of narcotics 
around schools has temporarily been successfully handled in this area. 

“Our narcotics court as a specialized court was established in 1951 under 
Judge Gorman. With its establishment and a stepped-up campaign, the actual 
figures of prisoners arrested has increased as follows: 


Ey ciencnttinatiintswnnissatcuniseclaliaa ee i icici istnhircetithinmtienns 7, 639 
DR lice ada acct cee ean ae 7, 436 | 1955 (projected for a full year) 7,350 
ST ierincvesiiivicnitntscnansacatulgii liebe 8, 267 


“These figures show stringent enforcement, as much over 50 percent represent 
pickups for investigation, harassment of known addicts, etc., and subsequent 
discharges. The improved conditions on the streets will consequently bear no 
direct relation to the number of arrests. 

“In 1954 a total of 1,254 people were sentenced to jail. Of this number more 
than 50 percent were for a year or more, almost double the number for 1951. 
In the meantime, the addicts in the youthful group (under 21) dropped tremen- 
dously. In 1950, 106 juveniles were apprehended and only 17 in the year 1954. 
All statistics bear out our conclusion that we were most successful in the 
juvenile ages, preventing the seducing of a large crop of new victims while the 
addicts who are adults present a recurring and relatively hopeless problem. It 
is a strong factor in supporting our conclusion that treatment under authorized 
outlets merely means additional supplies and any help to addicts must come 
largely from institutional treatment, and subsequent parole followups. In other 
words, our emphasis has become jail for sellers, and protective incarceration for 
addicts and their treatment. 

“The proposed legislation making incarceration mandatory in all cases of 
peddlers, without permitting probation or suspended sentences, is advocated by 
our office. Frankly, we feel that “seducers of the innocent in narcotics” are 
the last people who should be treated with leniency, but we recognize that en- 
forcement becomes somewhat more difficult as many judges and juries un- 
acquainted with the problem will often release if the alternative is jail. However, 
we would rather take that risk and be in possession of a mandatory law that 
means the peddler gets jail. Even that is not as strong as the alternative of the 
gang who threaten him with death. 
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“The State’s attorney of Cook County is highly satisfied with the cooperation 
furnished in the area by Federal officials and agencies. The fact that the Fed 
eral laws are based on authority arising from revenue acts while the State laws 
are essentially criminal gives the Federal authorities greater leeway in sou 
respects. Each case where both State and Federal agencies are involved becomes 
a matter for individual consideration as to who should act first. Unfortunately, 
Illinois has now an unusual statute forbidding the State to act where the Federal! 
Government has either convicted or acquitted. The act is unusual, should be re 
pealed, but meanwhile Federal and State authorities are in full cooperation 
There has been much interchange and interaction in the cause of justice, and the 
courts to be used have been determined after consultation. 

“One of the most pressing problems in connection with the treatment of the 
parcotics evils hinges around the limitations of places to put the convicts and the 
possibility of approved intreatment for the addicts. The source of supply being 
international, the narcotics problem becomes essentially both a State and Federal 
problem. The State’s attorney of Cook County feels that the one single greatest 
improvement for the solving of the narcotics problem in this area would be the 
creation of a Federal security institution, particularly covering the extended 
metropolitan area around Chicago and parts of the adjacent States 

“The need for this arises, in our opinion, from two things. First, is the fact 
that the opinion of experts seems to be unanimous that outtreatment of addicts 
cannot be expected to be anything but a farce in view of the fact that the need 
of the addict is so demanding that the drug secured by outtreatment would only 
be additional. Further, if there were an outtreatment practice, the only way 
it could be really enforced successfully is by the ultimate incarceration of the 
violators, so even an outtreatment program requires a security institution to im 
plement it. It is practically impossible to expect that the addicts who must be 
incarcerated can be given proper treatment in the average jail. 

“The evil is so national in scope that complete facilities, including uniform 
practices, are necessary for sound treatment while in protective custody 

“Where we indicate outpatient clincs, we are not now referring to outpatient 
clinics which give treatment to sick people who are either not involved in crime 
or who have been released after a period of incarceration. 

“We are establishing in Cook County a comprehensive narcotics committee, on 
which we have had practically uniform acceptance by both the State and Federal 
legislators, with the aim of tightening up the narcotics laws at the next session of 
both the State and National Legislatures. In the last session of the State legis 
lature certain legislation was unanimously passed which we considered a strong 
preventive measure. One law, for instance, provided for the seizure of an auto 
mobile used in connection with the violation of the narcotic law. Unfortunately, 
these bills were vetoed after the legislature adjourned, but additional bills will he 
introduced at the next session. 

“Our experience in Cook County, we feel, justified our advocating the following: 

“1. Increased penalties in the Federal laws for sellers, corresponding to the 
present laws in the State of Illinois. 

“2. Strong emphasis by Federal and State authorities and also—and em- 
phatically so—by the public on the doctrine that criminal dealers in narcotics, 
purveying as they do robbery, murder, insanity, and rape, must be treated with 
severity in the courts, as only stiff punishment can bring home to the dope peddle: 
the enormity of his crime. 

“3. Better control on a national basis of the dispensing of barbiturates and 
amphetamines, as well, of course, as of the more violent narcotics, with penalties 
for violations so as to clean the medical and pharmaceutical professions of the 
fringe of professional men who profit from the narcotics evil. 

“4. Institutional treatment for addicts, recognizing that the addiction to nar- 
cotics so destroys the willpower that only treatment in a security hospital can 
guarantee getting the addict on the road to recovery. And then strongly super- 
vised outpatient treatment for those patients who, after institutional treatment, 
may safely be returned to society. 

“5. A Federal security institution sufficiently equipped so that both psychiatric 
treatment and public security can be attained. The cost to the Nation of com- 
prehensive institutional treatment would be much less than the cost to the Nation 
in terms of crimes and wrecked homes.” 


We will have a 10-minute recess. 
(Whereupon, a brief recess was taken, after which the following 
proceedings were had :) 
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Senator Danret. The committee will come to order, please. 

Joseph Bruno, will you come forward, please. 

(No response. ) 

4 Hearty. He may be out in the hall. I'll see if he’s out in the 
hall 

Senator Dantet. Come forward, please, Mr. Bruno. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give to this 
subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Bruno. I do. 

Senator Dantet. You may be seated. Is this your attorney? 

Mr. Wetrevp. Yes, I am counsel. 

Senator Dantex. Will you identify yourself, please? 

Mr. Wexretp. My name is Jack Arnold Welfeld, W-e-1-f-e-l-d. I 
am an attorney at 231 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH BRUNO, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED BY 
JACK ARNOLD WELFELD, ATTORNEY 


Senator Daniet. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Bruno. Joseph Bruno. 

Senator Danrex. Do you spell that B-r-u-n-o? 

Mr. Bruno. That’s right. 

Senator Danre,. Are you also known by some other name? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might incriminate me or degrade me. 

Senator Dante... Let’s leave off the “degrade me,” because, Mr. 
Counsel, I am sure that you understand that the committee does not 
recognize that as a reason not to answer questions. 

Mr. WetreiD. May I confer with my client? 

Senator Dantet. Yes. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Danie. You understand that if you want to claim the 
fifth amendment on any of these questions, just claim it in the language 
that your attorney has advised you to use you should claim it because 
you feel that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate you and 
not because it might degrade you. Do you understand what I mean? 

Mr. Bruno. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. And do you understand that in claiming the 
fifth amendment the committee naturally recognizes a man’s right 
to claim it on any question where he feels that a truthful answer to 
a question might tend to incriminate you. I am sure that you do 


not intend to use it on anything but that, but I just wanted to make 
that warning to you. 


Will you state your business ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim the privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danre,. W rell, will you state any legitimate business in 
which you are engaged ¢ 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dante... Do you have any kind of business which is not 
a violation of the law and on which you would not want to claim 
your privilege? Do you have any business for which you could not 
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be prosecuted? Isn’t there some work that you are in which you 
would tell the committee about ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. Are you engaged in selling heroin in Chicago? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution because it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danre.. Have you been engaged in selling heroin during 
recent years here in Chicago? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanteL. Have you sold marihuana in Chicago? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanreL. Are you now selling marihuana or heroin in Chi- 
cago? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. Where do you live in Chicago, or do you live in 
Chicago? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. Well, now, on these other times in which you 
claimed the privilege I have recognized your right to claim it. I 
do not think that I am going to recognize your right to claim the 
fifth amendment on the matter of where you reside. Therefore, I 
am going to order you to tell the committee where you live. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Danret. All right, gentlemen. Mr. Bruno, what is your 
answer as to where you live? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer because it might tend to incriminate 
me or degrade me under the Constitution. 

Senator Dantev. Mr. Counsel, you understand that the Chairman 
has ordered the witness to answer the question. If the chairman is 
right in saying that he is wrong in claiming the fifth amendment 
to such a question, that that is not the type of question on which 
he would be entitled to claim the fifth amendment, if the chairman is 
right in ordering him to answer and he refused to do so, it is under- 
stood, I am sure, by you that he would be subject to contempt citation 
by the United States Senate? 

Mr. WEetFeLp. I understand that, Senator, and I have conferred 
with my client and advised him of his rights, what his duties and 
obligations are, and he wishes to make the answer that he has made. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Bruno, you understand, having talked with 
your counsel, and from my statement, that if the Chair is right in 
saying that he feels you are required to answer this question that 
you would be subject to contempt citation by the Senate. Let me say 
this to you: You understand that on any question where a truthful 
answer could not possibly tend to incriminate you, it seems to me, the 
Chair could properly order you to answer the question—at least, that 
is the policy that is followed in our congressional committees. 

Now, you may be right in your decision to still claim the immunity, 
or I may be right to claim that you have no right to claim it. It isa 
chance you are taking. All that I want you to understand is that if 
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I am right and you are wrong you would be subject to contempt pro- 
ceedings by the United States Senate. 

Do you understand that? And please speak right out so that the 
reporter can hear what you are saying. He cannot get the nodding 
of your head. Do you understand that? 

Mr. Bruno. Can I talk to my counsel ? 

Mr. Werrevp. May we confer for about 30 seconds ? 

Senator Danten. Yes. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. Ill answer. 

Senator Dantet. Allright. Where do you live? 

Mr. Bruno. 4424 North Sheridan Road. 

Senator Dantex. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Bruno. 4424 North Sheridan Road. 

Senator Dante.. How long have you lived there ? 

Mr. Bruno. Three, four weeks. 

Senator Dante.. How long? 

Mr. Bruno. Maybe 3 weeks or so. 

Senator Dante. Is that in Chicago? 

Mr. Bruno. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. Is it in any particular district or area? Is it 
known by any addition or name? 

Mr. Bruno. (No answer.) 

Senator Danret. Speak out. The reporter has to get an audible 
answer. 

Mr. Bruno. You mean what’s the name of the building? 

Senator Dante... The district or the area. 

Mr. Bruno. There’s no particular name for the area. 

Senator Danteu. Is it, for instance, the Gold Coast area? What 
do they call it here in Chicago ? 

Mr. Bruno. Well, I don’t know. 

Senator Danren. Did you ever hear anybody call it the Gold Coast 
area ? 

Mr. Bruno. Not that particular section. 

Senator Dantet. What is it called? 

Mr. Bruno. 4400 North. 

Senator Danrex. It is not known by any other name, then ? 

Mr. Bruno. Not that I know of. 

Senator DanteL. How old are you? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution that I might 
tend to incriminate myself. 

Senator Danrex. Well, I order you to answer that question. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. Forty-three years old. 

Senator Danrev. Will you give us an answer as to any type of busi- 
ness you have ever been in here in Chicago since 1951 ? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Why? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. I might 
tend to incriminate myself. 

Senator Dantet. I am asking you now, will you tell us about any 
business that you have been in during that time? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 
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Senator Dante. And I am especially referring to any absolutely 
egal business on which a truthful answer could not possibly tend to 
incriminate you. Could you name any kind of work or business that 
you have been in? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. Why? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer, under the Constitution. I might 
tend to incriminate myself. 

Senator DaNnret. Did you act as a source of supply—let me say to 
you: I am sure that you know that you would not have been called 
fore this committee if our investigations did not indicate that you 
knew something about the narcotic traffic. It may not be true, but 
vou would not have been called before the committee. And the in- 
vestigation shows this in our committee record: that the investiga- 
tors have reported that they have reason to believe that you have 
supplied heroin to 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 people, major violators, here in 
Chicago, and that you have been their principal source of supply for 
heroin. Do you wish to deny that? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my right under the Constitution. I refuse to 
answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantez. All right, I am going to name these people. Did 
you supply, or have you ever supplied heroin to Rupert Kelly ¢ 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution that | might 
tend to incriminate myself. 

Senator DanteL. Do you know Rupert Kelly ‘ 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. I might 
tend to incriminate myself. 

Senator Danret. Archie Robinson / 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. Do you know Charles Venton / 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. I claim my privilege under the 
Constitution. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanieL_. Did you ever sell heroin or furnish heroin to 
Charles Venton / 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanreL. Do you know Marvin Moses ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanieL. Did you ever serve as the supply wholesaler of 
heroin for Marvin Moses? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danie. Do you know Aucklin Holmes? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danrevr. Have you ever furnished heroin to Aucklin 
Holmes ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim the privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanreL. Do you know Dorothy Johnson ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 
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Senator DanreL. Now, about Marvin Moses, who was caught with 
82 ounces of heroin, I asked you about him, did you sell that heroin to 
him, to Marvin Moses? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. I am going to ask you next about Delphin McGeen, 
a woman, or Delphin Schenault. Do you know a woman by either 
of those names? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. 

Senator Dantev. She has a case pending in which a seizure was 
made of 9 ounces of heroin, which is a pretty large amount of heroin. 
Did you sell that heroin or any other heroin to Delphin McGee? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantev. I am going to ask you next about a man who is a 
fugitive, who jumped a bi til bond. I beg your pardon, he has not been 
arrested, but he is being looked for after a seizure of 40 ounces of 
heroin, J. C. Sadler or Saddler. Do you know him? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I re- 
fuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanteL. Do you know his whereabouts? 

Mr. Bruno, I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. Do you know Mose Hightower or Harry Sche- 
nault ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danie. Have you ever sold heroin to Mose Hightower or 
Harry Schenault? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanteL. Do you own two drugstores here in Chicago, or do 
you have any interest in them ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantet. Well, now, I am asking you about the Drexel 
Drugs at 4300 South Drexel , Chicago, Til. I will ask you this question : 
Do you know where that drugstore i is? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danrer. I am going to order you to answer that question 
of whether you know where the drugstore is. 

Mr. Bruno. I know where it’s at. 

Senator Dantet. What? 

Mr. Bruno. I know where it’s at. 

Senator Dantet. Have you ever been in there? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Daniet. I am going to order you to answer the question of 
whether you have been inside that drugstore. 

Mr. Bruno. I probably been in there. 


Senator Dantex. I don’t want any “probably.” Have you ever been 
in there? 


(Witness confers with counsel.) 
Mr. Bruno. Yes; I have been in there. 
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Senator Danrev. All right. Do you own any interest in that drug 
store ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danie... I just want to test you out, because we have the 
right to do this when a man continues to claim the fifth amendment, 
especially when you ask him “Does he have any interest #" which would, 
apparently on the face of it, seem to be a legitimate business. I am 
going to ask if you honesly feel in your mind that a truthful answer to 
that question as to whether you own any interest in Drexel Drugs at 
4300 South Drexel would tend to incriminate you? 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. 

Senator Dantex. I order you to answer that question. [I was put- 
ting you to the test to see whether or not your claim to the fifth amend 
ment would be respected by this committee. Do you remember th 
question? Do you know and understand what it is? It is whether 
you honestly feel that a truthful answer to that question might tend 
to incriminate you? I order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Bruno. I have no interest in there. 

Senator DanteL. You have no interest in that drugstore ? 

Mr. Bruno. No, I don’t. 

Senator Danre.. wy of course, that is not the question that I 
asked you to answer. I asked you, simply, whether or not you hon- 
estly felt that a truthful answer to the question of whether you had 
an interest would tend to incriminate you. Would you answer that 
one first ? 

Mr. Bruno. No, it wouldn’t incriminate me. 

Senator Dantex. It would not incriminate you. Therefore you 
are not going to claim the fifth amendment on that any further, are 
you, and you are going to answer it for the committee ? 

Mr. Bruno. Depending on what the question is. 

Senator Dantev. All right. Do you have an interest in the drug- 
store that I have asked you about ? 

Mr. Bruno. No, I don’t. 

Senator Danreu. Did you ever own any interest in that drugstore? 

Mr. Bruno. No, I don’t. 

Senator Danrev. Haven’t you hung out in that drugstore, and 
don’t you stay there a considerable part of your time? 

Mr. Bruno. I don’t stay there now. 

Senator Dante. Haven’t you bought quinine through that drug- 
store to mix with heroin? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. Have you ever bought any quinine? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Daniret. Have you ever had any management or control 
over that drugstore? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danrex. Did you bring your financial papers and a copy 
of your income taxes since 1951, as requested ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 
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Mr. Bruno. No, I didn’t. 

Senator Daniex. Why not? 

Mr. Bruno. Because I have that privilege under the Constitution. 

Senator Danret. What privilege! 

Mr. Bruno. I don’t have to bring them. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) ae 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to produce any documents because it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanteL. Because they might tend to incriminate you ‘ 

Mr. Bruno. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. I am going to ask you about every one of them. 
You were asked to bring a copy of your 1954 income-tax return. Do 
you have that with you / 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator Dantev. Where is it? 

Mr. Bruno. I don’t know, sir. 

Senator Dante... Did you file a 1954 income-tax return? 

( Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I did file. 

Senator Danret. Did you keep a copy? 

Mr. Bruno. I did, but I don’t know where it’s at. 

Senator Dantet. When is the last time you saw it? 

Mr. Bruno. (No response.) 

Senator Danre,. Speak up, please. Would you sit up and speak 
out a little louder. 

Mr. Bruno. When I filed it. 

Senator Daniet. Where did you file your copy of the income-tax 
return ¢ 

Mr. Bruno. I laid it at home. I must have misplaced it. 

Senator Dantev. Did you look for it to bring it here? 

Mr. Bruno. I looked around. 

Senator Danrex. You didn’t think that by producing a copy of that 
as ordered in this subpena that that would tend to incriminate you, 
did you? 

Mr. Bruno. I still refuse to answer under the Constitution. It 
might tend to incriminate me. 

enator Danrau. Well, I asked you a question about that to lay a 
predicate for your claiming the fifth amendment, if you want to. But 
you have not laid the predicate yet. I ask you whether or not you 
feel that by bringing a copy of your income-tax returns for 1954 as 
ordered by this committee that it might tend to incriminate you. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. I claim the privilege of the Con- 
stitution. I refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danteu. I order you to answer that question. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danrev. I am going to test you out again on it. You have 
refused to answer after | have ordered you to answer. Again, you 
understand what the chances are that you are taking, that you might 


be subject to citation by the Senate for contempt. Do you understand 
that ? 


Mr. Bruno. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Danrev. All right. I am going to ask you this question: Do 
vou honestly believe that a truthful answer to that question would 
rend to incriminate you? 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanteL. Do you understand what I am trying todo? As 
| understand it, and it has been done many times, a congressional com- 
mittee can test out a witness when he claims the fifth amendment, to 
be sure that he is in good faith. Iam not going to have you sit there 
and claim the fifth amendment on questions where you do not honestly 
believe they might tend to incriminate you. That is why I am putting 
the test to you. 

Again, I am asking you whether or not you honestly believe that a 
truthful answer to the questions I have just asked you, the last two 
questions, would tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. 

Senator Danie. Do you refuse to answer that question ¢ 

Mr. Bruno. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Do you refuse to tell me whether you honestly 
believe that truthful answers would tend to incriminate you / 

Mr. Bruno. I’m telling you that’s why I refused to answer. It 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danrev. Then you will not tell me whether you honestly 
believe and are in good faith in claiming the fifth amendment on these 
last three questions ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I honestly believe that that answer might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Senator Danrev. And does that apply to all of the last three 
questions ? 

Mr. Bruno. I don't recall the last one. 

Senator Danrev. They all relate to the same thing. 

Mr. Bruno. I do. 

Senator Danre,. You honestly believe that a truthful answer to 
the questions, the last 3 questions—4 questions, now before you an 
swered this last one—might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Bruno. They might. 

Senator Dantet. Do vou know where your income-tax return for 
1953 1s? 

Mr. Bruno. No. It’s with the one for 1954. They're all together. 

Senator DanteL. Where is the one for 1952? 

Mr. Bruno. They’re all together. 

Senator DanteL. Where is the one for 1951 ? 

Mr. Bruno. They’re all together. 

Senator Dante. Where did you leave them ? 

Mr. Bruno. I don’t know. I left them in the house and they prob- 
ably got misplaced. 

Senator Daniet. Have you looked for them ? 

Mr. Bruno. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. Did you intend to bring them here if you could 
have found them ? 

Mr. Bruno. Id have held them. 

Senator Dantex. Held them where? 
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Mr. Bruno. I might have brought them but I wouldn’t have pro- 
duced them. 

Senator Dantet. You would not have produced them to the 
committee ? 

Mr. Bruno. No. 

Senator Dantet. Why? 

Mr. Bruno. I believe that it might tend to incriminate me if I 
showed them. 

Senator Danret. What about your bank accounts, financial state- 
ments, and account books? Do you have any? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I have no financial statements; I have no bankbooks. 

Senator Dantev. Do you have a bank account in any bank? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator DanieL. Have you ever had one in the last 4 years ! 

Mr. Bruno. Myself? 

Senator Danie... Yes. 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator Dante... Well, have you ever had any money since 1951? 

Mr. Bruno. Have I ever had any money ? 

Senator Danten. Yes. 

Mr. Bruno. I’ve had a little bit. 

Senator Danre.. Have you ever kept any in a bank either in your 
name or in anyone else’s name ? 

Mr. Bruno. Not my name; my wife’s name. 

Senator DanieL. What is your wife’s name? 

Mr. Bruno. Mary. 

Senator Daniet. That is the name of your wife. Did you put that 
money in the name of Mary Bruno? 

Mr. Bruno. I don’t recall. 

Senator Daniet. All right. You said that you kept money in your 
wife’s name. 

Mr. Bruno. I didn’t keep it. That’s her money. 

Senator Dantet. Is it her money or yours? 

Mr. Bruno. Not mine. 

Senator Dantex. Is any of it yours? 

Mr. Bruno. No. 

Senator Danret. Have you ever had any money of your own since 
1951? 

Mr. Bruno. I keep that myself. 

Senator Danret. Where do you keep it? 

Mr. Bruno. My pocket. 

Senator Danret. Do you keep all of the money you make in your 
pocket ? 

Mr. Bruno. I don’t make that much. 

Senator Dante. What? You don’t make that much? What is 
the value of the home in which you live? 

Mr. Bruno. I don’t know. 

Senator Danret. You made enough money to buy a home, didn’t 
you ? 
, Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer because it might tend to incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dantreu. You have said that you didn’t make much. You 
have waived any right under that. 
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You say you don’t make much money. What is your annual in- 
come since 1951 ? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer that. It might tend to incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dantev. You have already waived your right tothat. You 
said that you didn’t make much money. I order you to tell me what 
your annual income has been since 1951. 

( Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Dante. Mr. Counsel, wait until your client counsels with 
you. You may advise him any time that he seeks advice, but only 
then. 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer that. It might tend to incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dante. I order you to answer that question. You un 
derstand, do you not, I am ordering you to answer it because the chair- 
man feels that you have waived any right to claim the fifth amend- 
ment by saying to the committee that you did not make much money 
during that time. 

Mr. Bruno. Well, I didn’t mean it that way. But I refuse to 
answer because it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. Let’s clear it up. How do you mean it / 

Mr. Bruno. I thought you were talking about a big amount of 
money. 

Senator Dante. I am just talking about whatever you made. Why 
do you think I was t: Uking about a big amount of money when I aske “d 
you what you made? 

Mr. Bruno. The way you put it. 

Senator Dantev. Well, whatever the amount was, did you keep it 
all in your pocket? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Dante. I am ordering you to answer this question. You 
have waived any right to claim the fifth amendment on it, in my 
opinion. I could be wrong, but if I am right about it you may want 
to answer. 

I want to know whether or not you made any money during the 
period since 1951. 

Mr. Bruno. If I have ever made any money ? 

Senator Danrex. Since 1951. 

Mr. Bruno. I filed income tax; I must have made money, yes. 

Senator Danret. All right. Did you keep all of the money that 
you made in your pocket ? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. No, you did not. You put it in a bank in your 
wife’s name, didn’t you? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer the question. 

Senator DANIEL. I am going to order you to answer it because you 
volunteered that information to the committee that you put it in your 
wife Mary’s name. I want to know, again, if you put all of the 
money that you made in your wife’s name or just a part of it. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer because it might tend to incriminate 
me. 

Senator Danret. Well, I think that you have waived your right, 
and that is why I have ordered you to answer it. I want you to know 
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how the chairman feels about it. The same way on any of the other 
questions where I ask you about the money you put in your wife’s 
bank account. 

Did you keep money in her bank account in 1954 ¢ 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Dante. [ order you to answer. 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danre.. Did you keep any money in bank accounts in her 
name in 19534 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanreL. Did you keep any money in your wife’s name in a 
bank account in 1952? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. I order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danrev. Did you keep any money in anybody else’s name 
in a bank in Chicago or any place else in 1954? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danter. Do you honestly believe that a truthful answer to 
that question might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danrex. I order you to answer that question, which was 
asked for the purpose of testing the sincerity and good faith of your 
claim of the fifth amendment. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I honestly believe that it would. 

Senator Danien. All right. Did you keep any money in a bank 
account in anyone else’s name in 1953? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer because the question might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Daniev. Have you ever been in Drexel Drugstore at 239 
East 51st Street, Chicago, Il. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. Have I ever been there ? 

Senator Dante.. Yes. 

Mr. Bruno. Yes. 

Senator DanreL. Do you own any interest in that Drexel Drugs? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator Dantex, Have you ever owned any interest in that drug- 
store? 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator Dante.. Have you ever had any control or anything to do 
with the management of that drugstore ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. Might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. Have you ever been back to the prescription part 
of that drugstore, where they keep the medicines in the bottles? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Dante. Have you ever seen hundreds of bottles of quinine 
in that drugstore on the shelves of that drugstore? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me. 
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Senator Dante.. Have you ever seen any quinine in the drawers of 
that drugstore / 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me 

Senator Dantet. You do know that quinine is used to mix with 
heroin before it is sold in the retail trade; do you not ¢ 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse toanswer. It might tend to incriminate me 

Senator Dante. Have you ever mixed any quinine with heroin { 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me 

Senator DanteL. Do you honestly believe that a truthful answer to 
that question might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanreL. I order you to answer the question for the ea 
of again testing the sincerity and good faith in the claim of the fift 
amendment. 

Do vou honestly believe that a truthful answer to that question, 
whether you have ever mixed quinine with heroin, would tend 1 
incriminate you ¢ 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I believe it would tend to incriminate me. I honestly 
believe it would tend to. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know Angelo Giardini, of New York, 
known also as Tony? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim the privilege under the Constitution and | 
refuse to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanreL. Did you ever purchase 2 kilograms of heroin from 
Angelo “Tony” Giardini, of New York City? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim the privilege under the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer. It might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know Eddie Coco, also known as “Killer” ? 

Mr. Bruno. I claim my privilege under the Constitution. The 
answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantex. Did the three of you, Eddie Coco or “Killer, 
Angelo Giardini, also known as “Tony,” and you, meet in the Copa 
Club in Chicago any time during the last few months? Or few years? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. Do you know that Eddie Coco has been one of the 
main sources of supply for heroin in New York? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. That 
answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator DanteL. Did you ever see a handwritten note reading as 
follows: 


Mike or Carl, have ready today for Rocky 20 ounces of quinine sulfate. 


Dated August 13, 1954, 239 East 51st Street. 

_ Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. That question might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator DanteL. Your answer, you mean, might tend to incriminate 
vou? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. 

Senator Dantrex. You do know that Mike and Carl both work at that 
drugstore at 239 East 51st Street, don’t you? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 
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Mr. Bruno. I believe there’s a man Mike that might have worked 
there, and a Carl that did work there. 

Senator Dante. Mike who? 

Mr. Bruno. Well, you just gave me the name Mike. 

Senator Dantet. Give me his last name. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I believe his name is Conda. 

Senator Dantet. How do you spell it? 

Mr. Bruno. C-o-n-d-a, or C-o-n-d-i-k, something like that. 

Senator Dante,. C-o-n-d-a? 

Mr. Bruno. I think so. I’m not positive. 

Senator Danrev. All right. You knew Carl, too, didn’t you? 

Mr. Bruno. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danten. What was his last name? 

Mr. Bruno. Friedkin. 

Senator Danteu. F-r-i-e-d-k-i-n? 

Mr. Bruno. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. You gave them their jobs, didn’t you? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know another Mike who works there? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know a Mike Corshak ? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might, under the Constitution, 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantet. Did you employ the people who work at Drexel 
Drugs on South Drexel ? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer. It might tend to—— 

Senator Danret. You said on that drugstore that you owned no 
interest in it, exercised no supervision and management. That is 
the first Drexel drugstore that I asked you about. Now I am asking 
you if you employ the people who work there and you are refusin 
to answer on the ground that it might tend to incriminate you. t 
order you to answer that question. 

Mr. Bruno. I don’t recall. I may be incriminating myself if I 
don’t refuse to answer. I may give an answer and it is a bad answer. 
I refuse to answer under the Constitution. It might tend to incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danret. Well, I’m not asking you for a bad answer. I 
am just asking you if you employed any person who worked at Drexel 
Drugstore, 4800 South Drexel? 

Mr. Bruno. I refuse to answer under the Constitution. It might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Dantet. Do you honestly believe that a truthful answer to 
that question might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Bruno. I honestly do, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Now, with what I have told you about the reason 
you were called here and what our investigation would indicate, that 
you were supplying the traffic here in Chicago with heroin, with what 
has been said—and I now say that I do not know whether it is true 
or not; I am just telling you what our preliminary investigation 
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shows and why we asked you here—with all that in mind, would you 
like to make any statement 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir. 

Senator Danrev. Concerning that matter or any denial‘ 

Mr. Bruno. No, sir; I refuse to make any statement. 

Senator Danret. You do not wish to make any statement. Well, do 
you refuse to deny or say anything about it on the ground that it 
might tend to incriminate you 

Mr. Bruno. I claim the fifth amendment under the Constitution 
I refuse to answer. 

Senator DanreL. All right. You may stand aside. 

(The subpena issued to Mr. Joseph Bruno follows :) 





OcTOBER 30, 1055 
I made service of the within subpena on person the within-named Joseph 
Bruno, at his home 3540 North Newcastle Avenue, Chicago, Ill., at 1 o'clock 
p. m., on the 30th day of October 1955. 
R. F. CHristoruver 
Leo EMRICH 
Varcotic Agents. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


To Joseph Bruno, Chicago, Ill., Greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear before 
the Subcommittee on Improvements in the Federal Criminal Code of the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate of the United States on November 21, 
1955, at 10 o’clock a. m., at their committee room, District Courtroom No. 224, 
United States Courthouse, Clark and Jackson Streets, Chicago, Lil, then and 
there to testify what you may know relative to the subject matters under 
considerationby said committee, and to bring with you all bank statements,, 
financial statements (showing assets or liabilities), and all account books re 
lating to yourself or to any business in which you are or were engaged during 
the period 1951 to date; and copies of your income-tax returns for the years 
1951 through 1954. 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 
in such cases made and provided. 

To Lee Speer, chief investigator or any narcotic agent of the Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics, or any United States marshal to serve and return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 27th day of October 
in the year of our Lord one-thousand nine hundred and fifty-five. 

Price DANIEL, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Improvement in the Federal Criminal Code. 


(There was a brief interruption while the next witness was called. ) 

Senator DantreL. Vivian Peters. 

Richard Rosrnson. Richard Robinson. Is Richard Robinson here / 

Mr. Heaty. Miss Peters is here. 

Senator Dante... All right. Will you be sworn, please? Raise 
your right hand, Miss Peters. 

{ Witness holding newspaper in right hand to cover face. | 

Senator Dante.. Will you come up here for a minute, please / 

[ Discussion out of hearing of reporter. | 

Senator DanteL. There will be no pictures taken while this witness 
is being sworn. 

| Further discussion. ] 

Senator Danret. No pictures may be taken while the witness is 
being sworn. After that she will hold a paper there to keep her face 
from being seen, and stay on that side of the room, gentlemen, and 
don’t get over on the other side. 
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Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give this 
subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Miss Perers. I do. 

Senator Danter. All right, you may be seated. Gentlemen, the 
witness does not want her face shown, so the cameramen will please 
respect that from here on. 

Miss Peters, you told the Chairman that it would be all right for 
pictures to be made so long as your face was not shown? 

Miss Perers. That is right. 

Senator Danret. Let me ask you this: Do you prefer there be no 
pictures at all while you are testifying ? 

Miss Perers. I prefer it. 

Senator Dantev. There will be no further pictures made of this 
witness. All right, let’s turn the lights off. 


TESTIMONY OF VIVIAN PETERS, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Senator Danrex. Will you state your name? 

Miss Perers. Vivian Peters. 

Senator Danie.. And your address. 

Miss Perers. 839 West Diversey. 

Senator Danret. How long have you lived there? 

Miss Perers. Approximately, I would say, 4 months. 

Senator Dantgt, Is that in Chicago? 

Miss Peters. Yes, it is. 

Senator Danret. And where did you live before that? 

Miss Peters. At my mother’s house. 

Senator Danrev. Where? 

Miss Perers. I don’t care to divulge the address. 

Senator Dantex. In Chicago? 

Miss Perers. Yes, it is in Chicago. 

Senator Danrev. Have you gone by some other name in the past? 

Miss Perers. No, I have never gone by any other name. 

Senator Dantet. I believe you have had the unfortunate experience 
of having been addicted to heroin ? 

Miss Prrters. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. When did you first become addicted to heroin? 

Miss Peters. Approximately 1951. 

Senator Dantex. How old were you then? 
Miss Perers. Well, let’s see, that was 4 years ago. About 20 years 
old. 

Senator Dante. How did you happen to start using heroin. 

Miss Perers. Well, I think it was through association. 

Senator Dantex. Had you ever used marihuana before that ? 

Miss Perers. I had smoked marihuana, yes. 

Senator Dante. When did you start smoking marihuana ? 

Miss Prrers. About approximately the same time. 

Senator Danrex. Well, you had smoked marihuana a few weeks or 
a few months before you used heroin, had you not? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Did you use any other drug before marihuana? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Dantet. How did you happen to start marihuana? 
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Miss Perers. Through association. 
Senator Danrev. Your friends were using it? 
Miss Perers. Yes. 
Senator Dantet. Here in Chicago? 
Miss Perers. Yes. 
Senator Dante.. About how many friends did you know who were 
ising marihuana before you started ? 
Miss Prrers. Well, I couldn’t give you an exact count. 
Senator Danrev. No, just about, approximately / 
Miss Perers. Four or five, five or six, I don’t know, three, two. 
Senator Dantet, Did anyone sell you the marihuana when you first 
started ? 
Miss Perers. Yes. 
Senator Dante.. Was it any of the people that you first smoked it 
with? 
Miss Perers. Yes. 
Senator Dante... Were they peddlers, or were they just wanting to 
share it with you? 
Miss Perers. I don’t think they were peddlers, I just think they 
wanted to make a small profit. 
Senator Dantet. They were friends of yours? 
Miss Perers. Yes. 
Senator Dantret. Did you get in any kind of trouble with the 
law before you started smoking marihuana? 
Miss Perers. No. 
Senator Danret. Were you ever convicted of anything before you 
started smoking marihuana ? 
Miss Persrs. No. 
Senator Danret. Anything before you started using heroin? 
Miss Peters. No. 
Senator Danteu. How did you happen to start using heroin? 
Miss Peters. Oh, I imagine, as T fedaenbite it, I think it was for 
kicks. 
Senator Danieu. Just for a kick out of it? 
Miss Perers. Yes. 
Senator Danrev. Did a peddler start you? 
Miss Perers. No. 
Senator Danret. Well, how did you happen to first see heroin ? 
Miss Perers. Well, I had a group of friends that were using it, 
and they were getting enjoyment—— 
Senator Danre.. Would you say that started from association, 
too? 
Miss Perers. I would think so, yes. 
_ Senator Danret. You saw them use it and you decided to try 
it ? 
Miss Perers. Yes. 
Senator Dante. Where was that? 
Miss Peters. I cannot divulge that address. 
Senator Danret. I mean, in what city? 
Miss Perers. In Chicago. 
Senator Dantex. In what area of the city? 
Miss Perers. I really couldn’t tell you what the area is. 
Senator Dantex. Well, was it on the Gold Coast, or in the Loop? 
Miss Perers. On the North Side. 
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Senator Danret. The North Side? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Was it the near North Side, or in the North Side 
area. 

Miss Perers. I would just say the North Side, I couldn’t say if 
it was near north, far north, middle north, or what. 

Senator Danrev. Were these white friends or colored friends? 

Miss Peters. White. 

Senator Danre,. You smoked entirely with white people, is that 
right? 

Miss Perers. At that particular time, yes. 

Senator Danret. Have you later associated with others? 

Miss Perers. I have associated with others. 

Senator Dante. In smoking marihuana? 

Miss Peters. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And in using heroin? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dante. About how many people do you know in Chicago 
who use heroin ? 

Miss Perers. Now, I don’t know anybody, because I don’t associate 
with them. 

Senator Dantrx. How long has it been since you quit associating 
with them? 

Miss Perers. Approximately 3 months. 

Senator Dantet. Back when you were using heroin 3 months ago, 
about how many people did you know personally who were using 
heroin here in Chicago ? 

Miss Perers. Well, again, I couldn’t give you an exact count; it 
is hard to remember. 

Senator Dantet. Just approximately? 

Miss Perers. I would say a half dozen. 

Senator Dante,. About how many sellers of heroin did you know 
3 months ago? 

Miss Perers. I didn’t know any. 

Senator Dantet. Where did you get your heroin? 

Miss Peters. Through friends. 

Senator Dante. Did they buy it for you? 

Miss Prrers. Yes; they did. 

Senator Danteu. Were these relatives ? 

Miss Peters. No; just people that I knew. 

Senator Danten. You lived with them? 

Miss Perers. No; I didn’t live with them. 

Senator Daniet. You got them to go get it for you? 

Miss Peters. More or less; yes. 

Senator Dantet. Did you ever buy any yourself, directly ? 

Miss Peters. No. 

Senator Dante.. You never have here in Chicago? 

Miss Peters. Not exactly direct; no. 

Senator Dantev. Well, tell us just how you got your heroin? 

Miss Perers. Well, I mean, these people were more or less using it, 
and I would say, “Here is a certain amount of money; get me some 
also,” and they would; and I don’t know where they got it from. 

Senator Dantet. How much did it cost you? 

Miss Peters. You mean approximately per day ? 
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Senator Dante.. Yes. 

Miss Peters. I would say, $10, $15, depending on what I could 
afford. 

Senator Danret. Were you working here in Chicago? 

Miss Peters. I have had jobs at various times. 

Senator DanteL. Three months ago, during this year, what kind 
of jobs have you had? 

Miss Perers. I have had no job this year; I worked in 1951, and I 
also worked in 1953; I p: — income t: 1x at those times. 

Senator Dante. In 195 

Miss Peters. And oe. 

Senator Danrex. And 1953? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. Do you have copies with you? 

Miss Perers. No; my mother destroyed them. I went to look for 
them and she said she did not have copies of them. 

Senator Danrev. You had no job in 1954? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Daniet. What was your habit costing you in 1954 per day ? 

Miss Perers. It was getting lower at that time, because the heroin 
was getting worse, so I would say approximately $10. 

Senator Danre.. Was heroin getting cheaper here during 1954? 

Miss Peters. Well, I don’t know. I mean, the people I was asso 
ciating with, like I said before, were trying to make a small profit, 
l imagine. 

Senator Danret. What I mean is, I thought you just said it got 
cheaper. 

Miss Perers. It got worse, the quality. 

Senator Dantex. Did it also get cheaper ? 

Miss Perrrs. Well, I couldn’t say ; I don’t know. 

Senator Dantex. Did you ever buy any from Umberto Rodriguez ? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Danret. Did you know a Pat LeMar? 

Miss Perers. Yes; I knew Pat LeMar. 

Senator Dantex. Didn't you occupy a room here with her? 

Miss Perers. Yes; wé shared an apartment for a while. 

Senator DanreL. With Pat LeMar? 

Miss Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. What kind of work was she in ? 

Miss Perers. She didn’t have a job. 

Senator Dante.. She was an addict, too, wasn’t she? 

Miss Perers. Yes; she is. 

Senator Danter. What were you doing to take care of your 
addiction ? 

Miss Perers. Prostitution. 

Senator Danrev. Both of you? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator DanreL. You both shared a room in September of this 
year, didn’t you? 

Miss Perers. If it is down there as that, I imagine it is that. I 
have a very bad memory. 

Senator Danret. Well, didn’t the officers find 514 ounces of heroin 
in that room ? 
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Miss Perers. I knew nothing about that. I just got dragged in on 
that. 

Senator Danrev. You didn’t know about it ? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Daniex. Did you ever see the 514 ounces of heroin ? 

Miss Perers. No; I didn't. 

Senator DanreL. You do know about it being found in that room, 
though ? 

Miss Perers. I know about it now. 

Senator Danie.. Did you have any interest in it? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator DanreL. Was Pat LeMar selling heroin ? 

Miss Perers. I doubt that very much. 

Senator Dantev. Did she get heroin for you when you needed it ? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Dantet. Isn’t she one of those friends of yours? 

Miss Perers. Yes; she is a friend of mine. 

Senator Dantex. Let me finish—who got the heroin for you when 
you needed it ¢ 

Miss Perers. No; I wouldn’t say that. 

Senator Daniei. What can you say she did ? 

Miss Perers. I cannot accuse her. 

Senator Danret. You cannot accuse her? Isn't she one of those 
that helped you get heroin ? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator DanreL. You know you are under oath and could be prose- 
cuted for giving a false answer. Now, I am not saying that you have, 
or intimating that you have, but you know that; don’t you? 

Miss Prrers. I am trying to cooperate with the committee as much 
as I can, but I can just go so far, you realize that, too. 

Senator DanreL. W ell, don’t go so far as to give us a false answer. 

Miss Perers. Well, she never did get it for me, so I am not giving 
you a false answer. 

Senator Danrex. I warned you, of course, right after that answer, 
but I want you to really realize, you know, that it is an offense, a 
criminal offense while under oath, before a committee, to give a false 
answer. Do you understand that? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Daniet. And I say that without intimating that you have 
given one, or that you are going to give one. I was just surprised by 
that answer, fr ankly, and thought I should give you that warning. 

I will now ask you the question over again: Did Pat LeMar ever 
deliver to you any heroin, or did she ever hand you any she got from 
any pl ace? 

Miss Prrers. She gave me some. I don’t know that she bought it 
specially forme. She gave me some. 

Senator Dantev. On more than one occasion ? 

Miss Perers. I don’t know. 

Senator DanteL. What? 

Miss Perers. I don’t know. 

Senator Danrex. Well, you know she did at least on one occasion 
hand you some heroin ? 

Miss Perers. I would say “Yes.” 
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Senator Danrex. And did you hand her some money in return for it / 
Miss Perers. No; I did not. 

Senator Dantev. Did she just give it to you? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dante... Do you owe her any money for it 

Miss Perers. No; I don’t. 

Senator Danret. Did you do anything for her in return for it / 
Miss Perers. We were friends, we were living together. 

Senator Danten. Well, did she furnish you heroin pretty often ? 
Miss Perers. I wouldn't say that; no. 

Senator Dantet. Well, she did give it to you more than once: didn’t 
e? 

Miss Perers. I wouldn’t say that exactly; I don’t think she gave it 

)me more than once. 

Senator Danrex. Just once? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Danre.. How much heroin did she give mes 

Miss Perers. I don’t remember right now, it has been so long ago 
I don’t remember the exact amount. 

Senator Danrex. Did you ever know a man by the name of Umberto 
Rodrigues ? 

Miss Peters. No. I know of him. 

Senator Dantex. Did you ever meet him? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever see him? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Dante... Did you ever hear of Peter Bartemio? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Dantret. Also known as Partimi? 

Miss Perrrs. I am sorry, I don’t know him. 

Senator Dante... He is a man who jumped a $25,000 State bond in a 
robbery charge, and a $7,500 bond on a Federal narcotics charge. At 
the time he was supposed to be on trial, he was arrested in Mexico 
with 200 pounds of marihuana. 

Miss Perers. I don’t know the man; I am sorry. 

Senator Danret. After giving you the facts, do you remember any 
person like that? 

Miss Peters. I do not know the man. 

Senator Dantret. Did you know Harry Schemauld? 

Miss Perers. No; I have heard of him, I know of him. 

Senator Danten. Did you ever meet him ? 

Miss Perers. I have never met him: no. 

Senator DanreL. And you want your testimony to stand that you 
never paid anybody a dollar for any heroin? 

Miss Perers. I would say that more or less; yes. 

Senator Danrer. Well, I don’t want a more or less on it, it is just 
you did or you did not ever pay a dollar to anybody for heroin. 

Miss Peters. Well, I have bought heroin, yes, I have bought heroin. 

Senator Danrer. And you bought it directly from people who were 
selling it; didn’t you? 

Miss Perers. Not directly from people selling it. 

Senator Danret. You always went through somebody else? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 


Senator Danrex. You gave someone else the money ? 
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Miss Perers. That is right. 

Senator Danrex. And they went out and got the heroin for you ? 

Miss Perers. That is right. 

Senator Danre.. And for them? 

Miss Perers. That is right. 

Senator Danrex. Well, did you ever live at the Graymont Hotel? 

Miss Perers. Yes, I did live there. 

Senator DanreL. You knew Harry Schenault there; didn’t you? 

Miss Perers. No; I didn’t. 

Senator Danrev. Were you ever picked up at the Graymont Hotel? 

Miss Perers. Yes; I was. 

Senator Danre.. For what? 

Miss Perers. Loitering narcotic. 

Senator Daniev. Did you ever pick up heroin there ? 

Miss Perers. Yes; I did buy heroin there. 

Senator DanteL. You could buy it there? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Very easily ? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. Where is this Graymont Hotel located? 

Miss Perers. Well, it is not in existence any more. 

Senator Dantet. How long has it been out of existence ? 

Miss Perers. A couple of years. 

Senator Dante. What happened to it ? 

Miss Peters. I imagine the police shut it down. 

Senator Dantex. The police shut it down ¢ 

Miss Peters. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Who was selling heroin there at the Graymont 
Hotel ¢ 

Miss Peters. I don’t know. 

Senator Danret. You followed the same procedure of giving the 
money to someone else, and they would get the heroin for you? 

Miss Peters. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. Have you ever taken any treatment for your 
addiction ? 

Miss Perers. Yes; I have. 

Senator Dantet. Where did you take it ? 

Miss Perers. I was down in Lexington last year, and in 1952 I 
was in the North Shore Health Resort. 

Senator DantreL. Where? 

Miss Perers. I was in the North Shore Health Resort. 

Senator Dantet. Where is that ? 

Miss Peters. In Winnetka; and last year I was in Lexington. 

Senator Dante... How long did you stay at Lexington? 

Miss Perers. Approximately a month. 

Senator Dante. Did you go in voluntarily ? 

Miss Peters. Yes. 

wae Dante. Well, they wanted to keep you longer, didn’t 

they ¢ 

Miss Perers. Well, they do wish you to stay 4 months and some odd 
days, but after a month you start feeling good, and as long as you are 
free to go, I imagine you more or less leave. You see, it is hard to stay 
in a penitentiary voluntarily. 
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Senator Danten. And that is what happened to you, you left against 
advice, didn’t you ¢ 

Miss Perers. No; I think the doctor said it was all right for me to 
leave,as Tremember. Iam not sure. 

Senator Dante. You know they want you to stay at least 4 months ! 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. He didn’t tell you you were cured ¢ 

Miss Perers. Ile considered me cured, but he didn’t consider my 
therapy finished. 

Senator Dantet. As a matter of fact, it wasn’t long before you went 
back to heroin, was it? 

Miss Perers. No; it wasn’t. 

Senator Danret. How long after you got back to Chicago? 

Miss Perers. I think it was a couple of months. 

Senator Dante. How long? 

Miss Perers. A couple of months. 

Senator Dantex. Is the withdrawal pain when you go off of heroin 
very severe? 

Miss Perers. I would say so; yes. 

Senator Dantex. I mean, is it as some people describe it, is it really 
severely painful? ? 

Miss Perers. It is painful mentally and physically. 

Senator Dante. Do you suffer physical pain ? 

Miss Prerers. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Don’t you suffer enough physical pain to where 
you want to stay off of it in the future / 

Miss Perers. If you can once get it licked ; yes. 

Senator Dantex. If you can once get it licked ? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Have you ever once gotten it licked ? 

Miss Perers. I have, a few times, but I think mine is a mental 
problem. 

Senator Dantet. What? 

Miss Peters. I think mine is a mental problem. 

Senator Dante... Yours is a medical problem ? 

Miss Perers. Mental; it has always seemed to me I have to have a 
kick, and either something would go wrong in my family or in my 
private life, and I would go back to heroin. 

Senator Dantet. Are you on it now ? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Dante. How long have you been off it ? 

Miss Perrers. Approximately 3 months. 

Senator Danret. Three months? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Have you had any peddlers trying to sell it to 
you around here? 

Miss Perers. No; I try not to associate with those people. 

Senator Danrex. You are staying away from those people? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Would you say association with people using 
marihuana and heroin is what got you into the trouble you have got- 
ten into? 

Miss Peters. I would say so; yes. 

71515—56—pt. 9—11 
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Senator Dantev. Would you advise young people who come along, 
as you did, not to associate with people smoking marihuana or heroin ‘ 

Miss Perers. That is according to their own choice. I mean, I am 
in no position to give advice. ; | 

Senator Dante. Would you advise them to do as you have done? 

Miss Perers. No; definitely not. 

Senator Danret. Hasn’t it caused you a lot of heartache ¢ 

Miss Perrrs. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. And physical and mental pain? 

Miss Perers. Yes. ' 

Senator Danret. Well, you are interested in other human beings, 
aren’t you? J 

Miss Perers. Yes, I would think so. 

Senator Dantet. What would your advice be to other young people ‘ 

Miss Perers. I haven’t actually thought about it. 

Senator Dantet. You have never thought about it? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Dantev. Have you ever been married ? 

Miss Perers. I am in the process of trying to get married. 

Senator Danret. Do you have any brothers or sisters / 

Miss Perers. I have a stepsister. 

Senator Dante. Is she younger than you? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Danie. Has she ever used heroin ? 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Dante. How old is she? 

Miss Perers. I believe she is 20. 

Senator DanteL. Would you advise her—she is right at the age 
about when you started—would you advise her to stay away from it? 

Miss Perers. Of course, I would. 

Senator Dantet. You would advise her to stay away from it? 

Miss Perers. I certainly would. 

Senator Dante. Just why would you advise young people to stay 
away from marijuana and heroin ? 

Miss Perers. Well, it must be no good. 

Senator Danrex. It can cause plenty of trouble? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know of anything we ought to do to try 
to dry it up here in Chicago? Do you see people out selling in Chicago 
who have been away on prison sentences ? 

Miss Perers. I have not particularly noticed any. 

Senator Dantret. You haven’t noticed ? 

Miss Perers. No, I have tried to more or less close my eyes. 

Senator Dantex. Close your eyes? 

Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. I am not asking you to name any of them. You 
know something about where this heroin is coming from, don’t you? 

Miss Perers. No, I don’t. i 

Senator Dantet. Did you have any trouble getting it here in Chi- 
cago? 

. ra Perers. I would say it is not exactly easy, but it is not exactly 
ard. 


Senator Dante. You can just give money to some of your friends 
and they can get it for you? 
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Miss Perers. Yes. 

Senator DanreL. Was it ever delivered to your room by the sellers ! 

Miss Perers. No. 

Senator Dantev. How long does it take to get your heroin, or how 
ong did it take this year ¢ 

Miss Perers. Well, I don’t know too much about this year, but 
other times it didn’t take over an hour or two, I would say. 

Senator Danie.. I mean this year, up to the time you quit using it 
3 months ago, how long did it take you to get it? 

Miss Perers. Approximately an hour or so. 

Senator Danrex. All right. Thank you very much for your 
pearance before this committee. 

We will stand in recess until 2: 30 this afternoon. 

All witnesses will return at 2: 30 this afternoon. 

Now, is the witness Bruno here # 

The Marsnan. No, Your Honor. 

Senator Dantev. He has already left ? 

The Marsnwau. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. I wish you would help us get word to him that we 
want him to look for those papers and have the papers that were 
requested here this afternoon before 5 o'clock. 

Will you help us get word to Joe Bruno or his attorney? I told 
him to stand aside, and I meant to give him that information before 
he left. 

(Whereupon, at 12:30 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to recon- 
vene at 2:30 p.m. of the same day.) 


ap 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Danteu. All right, Mr. District Attorney, if you will return 
to the stand we will proceed with you. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF ROBERT TIEKEN, UNITED STATES 
ATTORNEY, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


Senator Danret. Mr. Tieken, you are the United States attorney for 
the eastern district of Illinois, is it ? 

Mr. Tiexen. For the northern district; we have two divisions. 

Senator Danrez. Of Illinois? 

Mr. Trexen. Right. 

Senator Dantet. I believe you have told us how long you had been 
here. 

I would like to ask you, first, what type of cooperation you have 
found between your office and the other Federal agencies, and with the 
State and local agencies heer in your district. 

Mr. Tieken. Well, with respect to the State and local agencies, the 
cooperation has been complete and eminently satisfactory. With 
respect to the Federal agencies, there are different degrees w ith respect 
to the amount of cooperation that they can offer. ‘It is no fault of 
their own; it is by regulation. Within the narcotics field we have had 
complete cooperation. 

Senator DanteL. That is what I have referred to. You have had 


complete cooperation among all enforcement agencies in your district 
in the narcotics field ? 
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Mr. Treken. That is correct; I couldn’t ask for anything finer. 

Senator Dante. I am told that you have given your personal in- 
terest, and that your staff has certainly given strong emphasis to the 
prosecution of narcotics cases; is that correct, sir? 

Mr. Tirken. Everything we can, yes. 

Senator Danrev. I understand also that the State’s attorney and 
his office have the same feeling about narcotics cases, and that your 
law enforcement oflicials are working very well together. 

Mr. Tiexen. That is correct. 

Senator Dantex. And still we have a strong or heavy addict popu- 
lation, regardless of how it might compare with other cities and other 
States, and we have what looks to be the development of an interstate 
traflicing here in Chicago. Would you like to comment on that? 
Have you noticed any interstate operations in narcotics in Chicago? 

Mr. Tiexen. Well, it is our opinion that this is the hub of a nar- 
cotics traffic for the Midwest. We have had instances of contact 
through Detroit, Cleveland, and I think Kansas City, and I am not 
sure whether or not there is a city in Iowa involved. 

Senator Daniev. Do you think that Chicago has become a dis- 
tributing point for heroin and other narcotic drugs? 

Mr. Tiexen. I think it is geographically situated with the air, rail, 
and bus terminals, so that it makes it an ideal focal point from which 
traffic could emanate. 

Senator Danten. Excuse me just a moment. 

Mr. Trexen. I think that Mr. Aman would be better qualified to 
give you the potential volume of the interstate traffic. We find, or at 
least we strongly suspect, that this is a big business undertaking, 
that it involves considerable capital, and that in all probability it is 
financed by sucessors to the hoodlums who were engaged here in 
illicit alcohol traffic in former years. 

Senator Dantet. You feel there is some tie-in with organized crime 
in this part of the country ? 

Mr. Trexen. There is no question in our mind but that there is. 

Senator Dante. Now, is there any other way that we can account 
for the fact that this goes on in Chicago, in spite of the efforts of the 
law-enforcement officers? What about your court sentences? You 
have sat in with this committee, and I certainly appreciate your doing 
it, and you have heard the point I have comeianeales tried to get across, 
and I don’t want to embarrass you as a prosecutor, but are you getting 
the maximum sentences in Federal court in narcotics cases? 

Mr. Tirxen. No, we are not. It is the policy of the Department of 
Justice, and of my office, not to make any recommendation after a 
defendant is convicted. We feel that is an invasion of the power of 
the judiciary and should not be interfered with by anybody con- 
nected with the executive branch of the Government. 

Senator Danret. Do you think that the sentences have been strong 
enough to deter this action here in Chicago? 

Mr. Trexen. I would say that in some instances we feel that the 
ends of justice would be better served if longer sentences were meted 
out. I can say that unequivocally. 

Senator DanteL. What do we need to do to lick this narcotics traf- 
fic? Do we need to get the addicts off of the streets and have some 
kind of treatment, at least try once or twice, but in any event, get 
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them off the streets, and also get the peddlers off the streets long 
enough to take the profits out of their business ¢ 


Mr. Tre KEN » - am not prepared to spe ak on t} » medic al ase of 
it. I have a very strong feeling that the sentences ne hg Boggs 
Act should be materially and substantially increased, there should 


be a compulsory jail sentence, and the amount of fines, aoa ause it is 
such a lucrative traffic, should be raised very, very, very substantially 

Senator Danie. You think the maximum sentences under the 
Boggs Act ought to be increased, as well as the minimum ? 

Mr. Trexen. Because of my feeling with respect to the judiciary 
and the executive, I don’t think there should be a — in any 
criminal statute, but that is up to the Congress to decide, but I cer- 
tainly think that the maximum ought to be increased up to life for 
the third offense. 

Senator DanteL. Some of us, including one of your own Senators, 
Senator Dirksen I believe, has introduced a bill to make it a death 
sentence for sale of narcotics to juveniles. I introduced a similar 
type of bill so far as juveniles are concerned. I expect to introduce 
one with reference to smugglers that would permit the court, on a 
jury’s recommendation, going as high as death in smuggling heroin, 
at least, and marihuana, into the country 

What would you think about that? I am not talking now ee 
any mandatory death sentence, but here is the thing, these people who 


smuggle it in here, so it ean be put into the veins of our citizens, and 
who sell it to our citizens, are really in the class of murderers, in my 


opinion, and having sat in on this committee now for 6 months all 
over the country, I have found it is death on the installment plan, 
at least, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Tiexen. That is my personal opinion, certainly. 

Senator DanteL. Don’t the peddlers know what it is, that they are 
destroying not only one human life, but in all like lihood that human 
he sells it to will spread addiction to someone else eventually 

Mr. Trexen. The pe “idler is so degraded, I don’t think he considers 
it. I certainly consider it that way. 

Senator Danret. Do you think it might help deter smuggling and 
selling of narcotics if-we put the narcotics smugglers and sellers 
in the category of murderers and kidnapers ? 

Mr. Tirxen. I agree with you 100 percent. 

Senator Dante. In those cases the maximum sentence is death, 
isn’t it? 

Mr. Trexen. That is right. 

Senator Danteu. I think it would keep some of these people from 
coming into our country. Did you know that there are 300 aliens, 
citizens of foreign countries, in America today awaiting deportation 
because of violations of our narcotics laws? 

Mr. Trexen. No, I did not. 

Senator Danrex. And over 300 were deported last year. It has been 
averaging about 300. There are enough aliens in this country who 
have smuggled narcotics, or who are engaged in the traffic in our own 
country, to run a pretty good-sized operation. They take advantage 
of our country and they use it. 

Mr. Treken. We believe this traffic to be so Incrative that you have 
to have something as severe as what you are mentioning in order to 
counteract it. 
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Senator Dantex. I believe that you would agree with what a seller, 
and a pretty good-sized seller, told us in California the other day. 
He said the only way to stop it would be to give sentences that would 
take the profits out. I asked him what would take the profit out of 
this business, and he said the only way to take the profit out is for a 
man to know that he will have to serve so many years if he gets caught; 
that there isn’t going to be a chance to get back out and make up for 
lost time by selling it when he hits the street. 

He said, “I have been in and out of pens, and always get out in a 
short time. I can go back and recoup.” But I asked him, “If you 
knew you were going to get 10 years the next time, would you go back 
to selling after you get out this time?” He said, “That is what I 
mean.” He said, “I could not afford to. That would take the profit 
out of it.” 

Mr. Trexen. We also find that many of these pushers and peddlers 
are first offenders, and I think there is a tendency on behalf of the 
courts because they are first offenders to give them a lighter sentence 
than they might otherwise. The fact of the matter is they are just 
pawns and dupes, in our imagination, being used by the men who are 
financing this traffic, because they happen to have had a previous clean 
bill of health. 

Senator Daniex. They are being used because they have never been 
convicted before, and they feel like they will get by with the lightest 
sentences / 

Mr. Trexen. Correct. 

Senator DanteL. With a minimum of 2 years, and much less under 
the Federal law. If it was raised to where they knew it would be 
5 years, without probation or suspended sentence, I doubt if there 
would be as many of these pushers on the street. Do you? 

Mr. Tirxen. I agree with you, and I don’t think it is going to be 
a deterrent to the jury to convict if you have those heavy penalties. 

Senator Dantez. In addition to having heavier penalties meted out 
by the courts, what else would you recommend ? 

First, let me ask you what other troubles do you run into in enforce- 
ment here in the Northern District of Illinois ? 

Mr. Trexen. We are of the firm conviction that the Federal Nar- 
cotics Bureau should have more and better-trained men and that they 
ought to have money to use in making buys from wholesalers and 
importers. 

Senator Dante. They ought to have more money, you mean ? 

Mr. Tinxen. More money, and it isn’t just money alone; it is some 
long-range program so they can get trained men. An ordinary inves- 
tigator won’t help them a bit. It just is not dollars alone; it is a long- 
range program; and I think we feel they are equipped to handle it if 
? get adequate funds on a long-term basis. 

Senator Dantex. I believe you have more Federal Bureau of Nar- 
cotics agents here than in any city we have been in, outside of New 
York. What about that, Mr. Speer ? 

Mr. Speer. Yes, sir. 

The Wirness. As I understand it, Mr. Aman has 22 and there are 
70 in New York. 

Senator Dante. That is right. I believe that is the next largest 
group of agents. Los Angeles has 15—— 

Mr. Speer. 19, I believe. 
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Senator Dantex. Or 19, and San Francisco has about 12——well, I 
believe San Francisco and Los Angeles are close together. I know 
it seemed to me they needed a few more at Los Angeles than they need 
at San Francisco, but anyway, there are around 15 or 16 men in those 
offices. 

Mr. Tiexen. But the districts of the Narcotics Bureau are not 
comparable to the judicial districts we have. New York takes in 
eastern New York, southern New York, and several counties in New 
Jersey. This narcotics district takes in Indiana, | believe, and some of 
another State. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Aman, are your 22 men within your whole dis- 
trict, or just in Chicago? 

Mr. Aman. The whole district. 

Senator Daniev. And that serves Illinois and what else / 

Mr. Aman. And Indiana and Wisconsin. 

Senator DanreL. Yes. Anyway, you think we should have more 
narcotics agents here ? 

Mr. Treken. And more money for them to spend in making whole- 
sale purchases. 

Senator Danre.. Are there any other difficulties that you have 
noticed here in enforcement of the laws? 

Mr. Treken. As a practical matter we, as prosecutors, grant im- 
munity in a number of cases, but I think it would be helpful to us 
if there was an immunity provision in the statute, so that we could 
work up from the pusher and the peddler. 

Senator Daniet. So that he would testify more freely? 

Mz. Trexen. That is correct. 

Senator Danret. Do you have trouble getting the pushers and 
peddlers to testify against the higher ups in the drug business here ? 

Mr. Treken. Yes, sir; very definitely, but that is not alone because 
of their reluctance to testify, it is because of a dominance of this traffic, 
I believe, by this element that was formerly in the illicit alcohol traffic, 
who are now dominating the narcotics traffic in this community. 

Senator Dante. Of course, I imagine what you mean is there is 
an element that was in the liquor traflic here in the old days? There 
were quite a few people engaged in it here, weren’t there, like all over 
the country ? 

Mr. TreKEN. I believe that this was considered as bad as any place. 
[ think that former President Hoover deputized a special Attorney 
Greneral to come in here with the coordination of all the forces of the 
Federal investigative agencies and tried something, what was then 
known as the Capone gang—tried to do something to counteract that, 
as these were people of importance, and because of the emergency 
something could be done to get the ceoperation of all of the agencies 
to work on it. 

Now, they did it before, and there is no reason why they can't do it 
again, 

Senator Dante... Judge Guiknecht seemed to think ihat there were 
threats. He said two of the narcotices peddlers he had interviewed 
said that they could not talk because they felt they might get death 
from their associates. Have you run into anything like that? 

Mr. Trexen. I have not run into it as much in narcotics as we have 
in tax-avoidance cases, where we have been using the grand juries as 
an instrument of investigation. Time and time again in that instance 
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witnesses have told us they would rather sit in prison and be alive 
than walk the streets and be dead if they testified. 

Senator Dantet. I hope you will notify this committee if there are 
any threats to any of our witnesses, or if anything should happen to 
any witness here in the way of a threat, or otherwise, because it has 
happened in two places; and if it should happen here after we have 
gone we would certainly like to bring what influence we can on the 
punishment of anyone who would intimidate a witness appearing 
before this committee. I hope you will keep that in mind. 

Mr. Trexen. I certainly will. 

Senator Danter. I believe you have already testified before the 
Boggs committee ? 

Mr. Treken. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. And we have made that testimony a part of our 
record, and also you have sent us a written reply to our questionnaire 
as to recommendations. 

I wonder if you would briefly review the 2 or 3 main recommenda- 
tions that you think you would make to Congress as to what we can do 
in the way of making laws. 

Mr. Trexen. I think I briefly covered it. One is that the Congress 
might wish to provide more funds, both for buying and for agents. 
I would like to see the granting of immunity provisions; a compulsory 
jail sentence; and an increase in the amount of the limits. 

Senator Dantev. Is that a compulsory jail sentence for addicts, too? 

Mr. Trexen. For everybody involved in the narcotics traffic. 

Senator Danten. By compulsory sentence, you mean no probation 
or suspe nded sentence ? 

Mr. Trexen. That is correct. 

Senator DanteL. Remove the present opportunity for probation or 
suspended sentence ? 

Mr. Trexen. That is correct. I don’t think the other suggestion 
that I made about considering this an emergency, and having the 
united cooperation of the Federal investigative agencies needs any 
congressional action. I think that is a matter that the executive 
branch could handle, if the importance of this field were brought to 

s attention. 

Senator Dantev. Any others? 

Mr. Treken. No; there isn’t. 

Senator Dantex. I certainly appreciate your excellent assistance to 
this committee, and you are sitting with us throughout the hearing, sir. 

Mr. Trexen. Thank you, Senator. 

Senator Dantev. Mr. Aman, will you come forward, please. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give to this 
subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 


the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. Aman. I do. 








n 








a wi A naa ini at 3 eta 


tt 


niin Seater 


eo 


ini age RRA 


Lat a lil Dideheialison 


eh A og Pe ‘dwt allt Sie OE ot A Sa 


ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 4343 


TESTIMONY OF ALBERT E. AMAN, DISTRICT SUPERVISOR, UNITED 
STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF NARCOTICS FOR 
STATES OF ILLINOIS, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN 


Senator Danrev. Will you state your name and official position f 

Mr. Aman. Albert E. Aman, district supervisor, United States 
Treasury Department, Bureau of Narcotics, for the States of Illinois, 
Indiana, and Wisconsin. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Aman, how long have you held this position ? 

Mr. Aman. Short about 5 weeks of 2 vears. 

Senator Danret. Previous to that how long were you with the 
Bureau ? 

Mr. Aman. I have been with the Treasury Department since 1926, 
excluding military time. 

Senator Dantev. I believe you were in both World War I and 
World War IT? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. -And you are a native of Chicago? 

Mr. Aman. I am. 

Senator Danret. And I suppose you are well acquainted with the 
narcotics traffic here? 

Mr. Aman. I am. 

Senator Dantex. I will ask you first about Illinois and Chicago, 
and then go to the other States. 

In your opinion, has there been any increase in the narcotics traffic 
here in Chicago in recent years ? 

Mr. Aman. I would say there has been an increase. 

Senator Danrev. How long have you been watching the traffic here 
in Chicago ? 

Mr. Aman. Well, since World War II, when I came back into this 
district, since 1947, to be specific. 

Senator Danret. Of course, narcotics traffic all over the country 
was at nearly its irreducible minimum during the war; is that right? 

Mr. Aman. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Dante... It seemed that most people were interested in 
something else then. Since the war the traffic has more than doubled, 
hasn’t it, all over the country ? 

Mr. Aman. I believe it is. 

Senator Danret. But in very recent years, | would say the last 2 
or 3 years, have you noticed any increase in the traffic over previous 
postwar years? 

Mr. Aman. I believe the traffic, so far as wholesale distributors is 
concerned, speaking now of the city of Chicago, has increased. 

Senator DanteL. And on what do you base that statement ? 

Mr. Aman. I predicate that upon figures that we arrived at, and the 
fact that formerly very few States were supplied by the wholesale dis- 
tributors from this city, whereas now that is not the true picture. We 
have numerous peddlers in this city supplying other areas in the 
Middle West and on across the country. 
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Senator Dantev. Will you give us some idea as to how this has 
worked out? Is Chicagoa distribution center now, do you think? 

Mr. Aman. In my; opinion, it is. 

Senator Dante.. For heroin ? 

Mr. Aman. I am speaking principally of heroin. 

Senator Daniev. And, of course, that is the drug that is involved 
in over 80 percent of the cases; isn’t it / 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator Dante. It is the most vicious and the most outlawed of 
all the drugs? 

Mr. Aman. Definitely. 

Senator Danrex. And still it is the most used drug on the illicit 
market. 

Mr. Aman. That is right, sir. 

Senator Dante,. Now, what States do you find are receiving a sub- 
stantial portion of their heroin from Chicago? 

Mr. Aman. Well, the State of Louisiana has been well supplied by 
several peddlers from this city. The State of Missouri, particularly 
St. Louis and Kansas City of that State, have been supplied by dis- 
tributors from this city. 

The city of Detroit, Mich., has been supplied to a great extent by 
distributors from here. Cleveland, Ohio, has been supplied by persons 
from here. Nashville, Tenn., has been supplied to a great extent from 
peddlers here. And we have reached out as far as San Francisco, in 
one instance. 

Senator Danie. James Spain from Chicago, who is now under 
indictment and about to go to trial in Chicago. 

We reached out to Los Angeles, Calif., w ithin the past few months, 
through the medium of a peddler known as Jerry—or no, Jariot Mc- 
Lemore, who is under indictment out there. 

Senator DanteL. Will you spell that? 

Mr. Aman. J-a-r-i-o-t M-c-L-e-m-o-r-e, and he sold wholesale 
amounts in the city of Los Angeles to undercover agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics. 

Then Miami, Fla., was supplied by an oldtime peddler from this 
city, known as Jimmy Method. 

Senator Dantrv. Now, is there any indication that some of these 
men moved in from those States, and that they used to operate in those 
States, but they moved in here to Chicago for some reason or other? 

Mr. Aman. Yes; there are several that we know moved in here. 
One is 

Senator Danie. Before you start naming them, let me ask you 
this: Why, in your opinion, did these men move in here? Hasn’t 
the movement in here the last few years caused it to become the dis- 
tributing center that it is? 

Mr. Aman. Those we know that moved in here, moved in here prin- 
cipally because the State judges and the Federal ‘district court judges 
were too tough on them in the districts in which they formerly 
7“ ated. 

Senator Danret. Do you have some names of the wholesalers who 
have come in here from other States ? 

Mr. Aman. I have one who is a fugitive at this moment, J. C. Sad- 
dler, from New Orleans. 
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Senator Danie. Why would he have rather operated in Chicago 
than in Louisiana? 

Mr. Aman. I understand things are pretty tough in the courts in 
Louisiana, particularly in New Orleans. 

Senator Danre.. Louisiana did have, at least a vear or so ago, a 

year minimum sentence; is that your understanding ? 

Mr. Aman. That is my understanding. 

Senator Danrev. And even now the courts are tough; as you say, 
they mete out heavy sentences on heroin peddlers / . 

Mr. Aman. That is correct. 

Senator Daniet. Do you have the names of any who moved in from 
other States ¢ 

Mr. Aman. I have a couple that moved in, one from Detroit, Mich., 
ind another 

Senator Danievt. Would you want to name any of these ! 

Mr. Aman. I would rather not name these two, because we are now 
in the process of 

Senator Danten. Well, don’t name anyone that would give away 
your investigations now pending. How many did you say moved in 
here from Detroit? 

Mr. Aman. One, to my knowledge. 

Senator Danie.. Was he a pretty big wholesaler ? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, he is. 

Senator Danre,. Why would he rather operate in Chicago than 
n Detroit? 

Mr. Aman. Because in that Federal jurisdiction the judges have 
been pretty tough in meting out long sentences to peddlers in Detroit. 

Senator Daniex. Toughter than the judges in the northern district 
of Illinois ? 

Mr. Aran. I would think so. 

Senator DanieL. Well, what do you mean by “think” 

Mr. Aman. Well I get that from checking over our reports that 
we get from districts, interdistrict reports, and talking to the various 
district supervisors in these areas, we find that these people seem to 
get a tougher and longer sentence in the places I mentioned. 

Senator Dante. All right, let me see just a minute here. I would 
like to check the figures on Michigan. 

Mr. Aman. I am speaking now of peddlers and not of addicts. 

Senator Danrev. Yes, that is what I mean. I see that Michigan for 
the year 1953, west Michigan has averaged 41 months in their nar- 
coties sentences in the Federal courts, and east Michigan has averaged 
51.7 months, both of which are higher than the northern district of 
Illinois. The average here for 1953 was 41.3 months, and for 1954 
it was 43.6 months. So it seems you are correct that they are giving 
heavier sentences in the Federal courts in Michigan than in Illinois. 

Now, do you think that that accounts for a lessening of the whole 
sale operations in Michigan and a movement over into Chicago? 

Mr. Aman. Well, I think it is definite that it certainly accounts 
for a part of it. 

Senator Dantev. All right. What about the State laws of Michi- 
van? How do they compare in their State sentences with the Illinois 
law? 
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Mr. Aman. Sir, I am not familiar with the State laws of Michigan, 
so I cannot very well comment on it. In fact, I have never examined 
the Michigan law. ‘ 

Senator Dantev. It is my understanding that they go up to 20 years ; 
for sale, even the first sale, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. Aman. Then they are a lot tougher than we are. 

Senator Dantex. That is what I want to know. 

All right. What other States now, and let’s name some. Do you 
have any of the other wholesalers who have moved in here that you 
could name? 

Mr. Aman. Yes; we have one from the State of Minnesota, particu- 
larly Minneapolis. I would rather not disclose his name for specific 
reasons. 

Senator Danre.. All right, without naming him, do you have any 
idea about what the enforcement situation is in Minneapolis? 

Mr. Aman. Well, in my conversations with the district supervisor 
in Minneapolis, Frank Sojat, as he states it they “just about throw 
the book at a fellow that is found guilty” up there. 

Senator Dante... I see that in Minnesota the Federal court last 
yer . averaged 48 months. It had 2 cases, and only 2 cases tried in 
1954, and evidently they were given 48 months, 4 years, in each case. 
Well, the fact that they only had two cases indicates that traffic must ; 
be drying up in Minnesota, doesn’t it ? i 

Mr. Aman. I am quite sure it does. 

Senator Danre.. And you feel that some of that has moved down 
here ? 

Mr. Aman. Definitely. it 

Senator Danrev. Do you think that the tough sentences had some- 
thing to do with it? 

Mr. Aman. I do. j 

Senator Danret. All right. Do you have some other examples? ; 
Mr. Aman. Yes; we have had a couple move in from the State of 


Wisconsin, and I would rather not mention their names. - 2 
Senator Danter. When did they move in? j 
Mr. Aman. Within the past year—or 2 years. 
Senator Danren. Over what period of time do you feel that Chicago ] 
has reached its present status that it enjoys, or abhors, as a distributing } 
point? ¢ 
Mr. Aman. Well, Senator, I know from questioning some of these ( 
people on this list over the years that they all came from other places 
in here. We do not have too many that were born and raised in Chi- 
cago. They migrated in here for some reason. 1 
Senator Danten. Recently ? . ] 
Mr. Aman. No; over the years; I would say since World War II. | j 
Senator Dante. Has there been a marked increase recently of these 
interstate peddlers? 


Mr. Aman. Not a very definite high incline. 

Senator DanteL. I mean, a substantial addition ? 

Mr. Aman. There has been a substantial addition. . 

Senator Danre,. Well, let me ask you this, say 4 years ago did |) a 
you consider Chicago an interstate distributing point, such as it is [7 
today ? | f 

Mr. Aman. No; it wasn’t as bad as it is now. c 
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Senator Dante.. All right, sir. Do you have any other examples! 

Mr. Aman. Well, I think that about covers that part of your 
question. 

Senator Danret. What about Ohio? Have any of the wholesalers 
come here from Ohio? 

Mr. Aman. I don’t know of any of the wholesalers that came in 
from Ohio and settled here, but I do know that wholesalers here have 
been supplying Ohio, particularly Cleveland and Dayton, Ohio. 

Senator DanreL. You mentioned J. C. Saddler who came in here 
from Louisiana, where they have some tough sentences. He is a fugi 
tive now ¢ 

Mr. Aman. Right. 

Senator Danre.. Is he wanted on an indictment in the Federal 
court ? 

Mr. Aman. Correct. 

Senator Danre.. How many ounces of heroin did he have—what 
seizure was made on him; do you remember ¢ 

Mr. Aman. There was a large seizure, but my memory fails me to 
quote the exact seizure. It ran into quite a few ounces. I may be able 
to get that information from one of the agents sitting here. I did not 
put it down. 

Senator Dante. I see. We have on Mr. Speer’s list here that it was 
40 ounces. 

Mr. Aman. Then that is correct. 

Senator Daniex. Do you think that that sounds about right? 

Mr. Aman. Yes; it was well up in the figures, and that is a recent 
case within the past 60 days. 

Senator Danre.. Did you name the man who came in from Detroit, 
or can you name him for us? 

Mr. Aman. I would rather not name him, at least not in this open 
hearing. 

Senator Dantet. He has been testified about already, I believe that 
Lieutenant Healy testified about him. 

Did Marvin Moses come from Detroit ? 

Mr. Aman. No, Marvin Moses is a Chicagoan for many years that 
I have known him, and that would be close to a quarter of a century. 
Marvin Moses was, until just recently, the large supplier of narcotic 
drugs from Chicago to Detroit, Michigan, and Cleveland, Ohio, and 
other points in Ohio. 

Senator Danre.. What was your last seizure from him; what did 
it amount to? 

Mr. Aman. A police seizure, which was adopted by the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics, amounted to 82 ounces, or close thereto, within 
just a few grains, of heroin. 

Senator Dante. Anybody with 82 ounces is what you would call 
in the top brackets of the wholesalers? 

Mr. Aman. Without any doubt. 

Senator Danter. What would that be worth ? 

Mr. Aman. Around $24,000, figuring it at $300 an ounce, which is 
a low figure. 

Senator DanteL. That would be what he would get for it. If you 
figured what the addicts paid for the 82 ounces, after it had been cut 
down on the streets, how much would it be worth in the retail trade? 

Is Marvin Moses in the courtroom ? 
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Mr. Sveer. He is under subpena. 

Senator Danret. Is he in the courtroom ? 

Mr. Tirken. He is supposed to be here. He was here. 

Mr. Aman. Marvin Moses was served within the last hour with a 
subpena issued by this committee, and he appeared in this courtroom 
to give testimony, if called upon. 

Senator Danreu. He is the man who, while in Detroit, was con- 
victed of bribing some officers, wasn’t he, or attempting to? 

Mr. Aman. He bribed a lieutenant of the police and a detective. 

Senator Daniex. And then was recently tried here in the Federal 
court ? 

Mr. Aman. Correct. 

Senator Dante. On this 82 ounces? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrext. And that was his second or third offense, which ? 

Mr. Aman. It was his second offense. His first was in 1949 or 1950, 
in which he pleaded guilty to approximately 30-some ounces. 

Senator Dante. Selling it? 

Mr. Aman. That was for possession. 

Senator Dantex. I believe Lieutenant Healy said that this Marvin 
Moses only received the minimum sentence for a second offense in Fed- 
eral court here. 

Mr. Aman. He received 5 years as a second offender, which is the 
minimum under the Boggs law. 

Senator Daniet. Mr. Speer figures that on the retail market the 
heroin that he was convicted of here, and which he received the mini- 
mum sentence on, was worth $295,200. 

Mr. Aman. I will accept his figure. 

Senator Dante. That is the minimum figure as to what it would be 
worth on the streets. 

Well, let me ask you this, did you attend that trial ? 

Mr. Aman. I did not attend the trial. I attended a hearing on a 
motion to suppress the evidence before the same court about 4 or 5 days 
preceding the trial. 

Senator Dantret. Do you have any explanation why a peddler of 
that size, on a second offense, would get the minimum sentence ? 

Mr. Aman. No, sir; I have not. 

Senator Dantet. I mean, you don’t know what extenuating circum- 
stances there were to cause his being given the minimum sentence ? 

Mr. Aman. I do not. 

Senator Daniev. The maximum in that case, the judge could have 
gone as high as what, 20 years, I am sure ? 

Mr. Trexen. I think it is. 

Senator Danie... You don’t know if there were any extenuating 
circumstances, or anything ? 

Mr. Aman. No, sir; I donot. 

Mr. Trexen. I think he pleaded; didn’t he? 

Mr. Aman. No; he stood trial. 

Senator Daniet. Well, all right, let me go on down here to another 
one. Do you know William Evans? 

Mr. Aman. I don’t know William Evans personally, I know of him. 

Senator Danret. Do you want to discuss him anyhow? I believe 
we have him subpenaed over at Detroit. 
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Mr. Aman. He is the principal source of supplies for Cleveland, 
Ohio, and other cities in the State of Ohio, and he is a Chicagoan. 

Senator Danrev. Allright. What about St. Louis and Kansas City f 
How many do you have here supplying those cities? And name 
names, if you want to, otherwise don't. 

Mr. Aman. I can name the names there. 

Senator Daniei. Go ahead. 

Mr. Aman. The first name—I am going to withhold a few of these 
for specific reasons, but I will give you those we know about— Matthew 
Evans, not related to William Evans, was a source of supply for St. 
Louis, Mo., and he sold undercover agents of our Bureau. 

Senator Dantet. Is he under arrest now ¢ 

Mr. Aman. Heis. Percy Johnson is another. 

Senator Danrev. Is he under arrest ! 

Mr. Aman. Heis. 

Senator DANIEL. To whom was he selling, what cities ¢ 

Mr. Aman. St. Louis. 

Senator Danrex. All right, any es 

Mr. Aman. Nolan and Helen Mack. There are others here that I 
would rather not give their names, because we have reasons for with- 
holding them here. 

Senator Dante. All right. 

Mr. Aman. James Williams, Jr. 

Senator Danret. Where is he supplying ? 

Mr. Aman. St. Louis, Mo. 

Senator Dantev. Now, what is the situation—let’s go on from I)li- 
nois to another State that is in your district and under your super- 
vision for the Bureau of Narcotics. Indiana. What is the situation 
there as to the traffic and addicts? 

Mr. Aman. Well, we have a condition or had a condition in Indian- 
apolis up to about a year ago, at which time a large seizure was 
made through buys in Indianapolis amounting to about 47 ounces of 
almost pure heroin, which involved 3 defendants, and they were 
supplying that city, as well as Darien, Columbus, and Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

The principal in that matter, Paul Laskey, received 10 years; an- 
other received 5 years; and another, I believe, received 3 years, on a 
plea of guilty, being first offenders. ‘That was in the district court of 
the United States. 

Senator Dantev. Did that about wipe out the traffic in Indiana ? 

Mr. Aman. It wiped out the wholesalers in Indiana, followed by 
another situation where 2 druggists in Indiana, who are now out on 
bond and will stand trial in a an time, sold our undercover agents 
2 ounces of cocaine at $900 an ounce. 

Senator Dantet. Were they selling it on the illicit market there? 

Mr. Aman. They sold it to our agents, and our agents were allegedly 
underworld characters. 

Senator Dante.. I know. Before that you had information that 
they were selling to other people, didn’t you? 
me. Aman. They deny ever having made a sale prior to these two 
sales 


Senator Dante. You had information, though, that they were, 
didn’t you? 
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Mr. Aman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Or you would never have sent undercover agents 
to them, would you? 

Mr. AMAN. Not unless we had some good reason. 

Senator Dante. I see Indiana ranks 17th in the reported addicts, 
with only 176 addicts reported. Are you getting good reporting co- 
operation from there? 

Mr. Aman. Since, oh, about a year ago we are getting perfect 
cooperation and reporting of addicts through the Indianapolis Police 
Department, inasmuch as during the past year we trained their nar- 
cotics squad who worked with our agents and the Chicago Police 
Department narcotics squad here in Chicago. So at this moment 
they are keeping up a very efficient system of reporting. 

Senator Dante. About how many addicts would you think there 
are in Indiana, in the whole State? 

Mr. Aman. I can give you the figure for Indiana, but I only went 
back to April, for the reasons we have discussed, that there would not 
be a conflict, and since April, this would be Federal and city com- 
bined, 53. Those reported by the Federal were 9 and those reported 
by the locals were 44. 

Senator Dante. So then, so far reported there are less than 300, 
slightly over 200 addicts in the whole State of Indiana? 

Mr. Aman. Well, I don’t have the figure of the whole to go by, 
they have only reported these since April 1. 

Senator Dantet. The figure before April was 176. 

Mr. Aman. That would make the figure you just quoted. 

Senator Dantev. That is the figure the Federal Bureau gave us in 
Washington. 

Mr. Aman. That would be correct. 

Senator Dantev. Then, of course, so long as you have any addicts 
there is always a serious problem ? 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator Danret. Would you say that Indiana is in a better shape 
in whipping its problem? 

Mr. Aman. I can say this, that in the city of Indianapolis, natural- 
ly, there are some sellers, or pushers, rather operating, and at a closed 
hearing I can explain the situation very definitely to you, but it has 
been reduced tremendoulsy. 

Senator Danie. And the court sentences there are tougher than in 
Illinois ? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir, and at this time anyone quilty of sale on a 
second offense, it is 20 years to life. Their legislature passed that act. 

Senator Dante. Is that a new Indiana law? 

Mr. Aman. That is a new Indiana law, and that is in the Indiana 
law that I gave to Mr. Gasque. 

Senator Dantex. All right, do you have good cooperation with 
State and local law enforcement officers in Indiana ? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir, throughout the entire State. 

Senator Danrex. All right. Let’s move on to Wisconsin. That is 
in your district, isn’t it? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir, it is. 

Seantor DanreL. What is the situation in that State? 

Mr. Aman. The situation there, let’s take Milwaukee first, which is 
the largest city in Wisconsin, has been greatly reduced through the 
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medium of harsh sentences, or long sentences for all types of viola- 
tors, and they have a law, a narcotics law in Wisconsin, whereby any- 
one found with a hypodermic needle, or spoon, that has a trace of 
narcotics within, it is mandatory they serve 2 years in the State peni- 
tentiary on a first offense—— 

Senator Dantev. That is for addicts? 

Mr. Aman. For addicts, all types. 

Senator DanteL. A mandatory 2-year sentence ¢ 

Mr. Aman. Yes, but the judge is permitted discretion where if he 
thinks the individual would warrant treatment that they be sent to 
a State institution, under compulsion of a court order, to be cured, 
and then finish out the 2 years. 

Senator Dante... In a treatment center ¢ 

Mr. Aman. In a treatment center. 

Senator Dante. Well, then, it seems that in Wisconsin they rank 
18th so far as reported addicts are concerned, with 165. And then 
since April, do you have the figures how many have been re ported ¢ 

Mr. Aman. Since April we have a total of 57 added thereto, and of 
those, 19 are Federal, and 38 are local. 

Senator Dantet. You mean they were reported by the offices you 
have named, Federal and local? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, that is right. 

Senator Dantex. That is 233 addicts reported from Wisconsin. I 
took the figure in the wrong column, that is 222 total reported from 
Wisconsin. There again you have nothing compared to the problem 
here. 

It is a fact, isn’t it, that most all of your narcotics addicts and traffic 
is centered in the larger metropolitan areas of the country ’ 

Mr. Aman. That is ‘definitely true. 

Senator Danret. Even at that it would seem that Milwaukee is 
pretty low on that. 

Mr. Aman. I can explain that. 

Senator Dante. All right, please. 

Mr. Aman. Through this medium, that in the State of Wisconsin, 
regardless of what law, you specifically refer to the narcotics laws. 
They deal with violators very, very, let us say strongly, and whether 
a person is in possession or sale is immaterial. They have laws to 
provide for long sentences, and few narcotics users or sellers will even 
visit any part of Wisconsin, because they don’t like to do the long 
periods of time that are meted out both in the Federal courts and 
local courts. 

Senator Dantev. Now, of course, this addict law provides anywhere 
from 2 to 7 years in jail, or penitentiary, does it not, under the Wis- 
consin law ? 

Mr. Aman. I think it is 2 to 7. 

Senator Dantet. Two years is the minimum? 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator Danret. You can see why there aren’t many addicts left 
in Wisconsin. It is sort of like a young woman in Houston, who was 
smuggling a thousand dollars worth of heroin a month in her pajamas 
across the border from Mexico—or a thousand dollars worth a week, 
that is what she said, for herself and her husband. She is an addict, 
and when Texas passed this 3-year addict law, and she was brought 
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in and testified before us, I asked her if she was going back to heroin 
after she got out of that sentence, and she said he just didn’t know, 
she just didn’t guess she could, so long as she stayed in Texas, because 
under that law it wasn’t worth while to be an addict any more. 

That is the same situation you have over here in Wisconsin, it isn’t 
worth while to live there and be an addict. 

Mr. Aman. You would be in jail. 

Senator Danteu. Especially when you can come to Chicago and not 
run a risk when you get picked up of serving more than 6 months to 
a year; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator Daniet. And Chicago is not the only place. We just 
happen to be here at this time. There are many other places where 
they have no addict law. 

The Legislature of New York passed a law making it a criminal 
offense for addicts to get out on the streets and in public places, and 
both times Governor Ewen vetoed the laws. He said there wasn’t 
enough money, or no provision for places to keep them. That was his 
reason for his veto both times. 

But I don’t know, it certainly would be a bargain for the taxpayers 
in New York, and for the taxpayers in Illinois, if these States set up 
a place to keep these addicts, instead of letting them out on the streets, 
spreading their addiction, robbing and stealing from the taxpayers; 
wouldn't it? 

Mr. Aman. Definitely. 

Senator Danrez. I figure that you could build all the institutions 
you need in this State for the cost that your citizens have to pay in 
Chicago each year due to thefts, robberies, and burglaries that these 
addicts are commiting in order to sustain their addiction. 

That figured at a minimum, I believe, if you only had about 3,500 
addicts out at one time on the streets here that they would be spending 
about $22, or over $22 million; didn’t you? 

Mr. Aman. We predicated that on an average of about a $12 per 
day habit. 

Senator Dante. I believe it was a $15 average. 

Mr. Aman. Or it might have been a $15 average. 

Senator Daniet. And you think that is a minimum average? 

Mr. Aman. I think it is a fair minimum average. 

Senator Dantet. And most of these addicts don’t have that kind 
of money to begin with, do they ? 

Mr. Aman. Their percentage would be so small that it would be 
hard to measure the percentage. 

Senator DanreL. I suppose the prostitutes—well, there again they 
are getting their money in the commission of crime. 

Mr. Aman. Certainly, and also there are the shoplifters. 

Senator Danret. I was about to say, most of that money is probably 
coming from stolen property ? 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator Dantev. Or through burglaries and thefts, and whenever 
an addict steals property, he has to steal about how much property to 
buy $15 worth of heroin; about how much property would he have 
to steal in order to convert it into $15? 

Mr. Aman. He has to steal enough to sustain himself in some place 
of abode; he has to wear clothes —— 
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Senator Dante. If he were just going to raise the $15, he has to 
steal property worth a lot more than $15 to ever sell it for enough to 
vet $15; doesn’t he? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, because I think a fence gives them very little pet 
dollar. 

Senator Dantet. Right. I think Lieutenant Healy said they have 
to steal 10 times the value in order to move it through a fence 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator Dante. All right, sir, what else do you have to suggest con 
cerning these other States? 

Mr. Aman. Well, I believe that in both Indiana and Wisconsin, 
through the splendid cooperation of the local law-enforcement agen- 
cies, and the State officers, on down to the constables, the cooperation 
is 100 percent. 

Senator Dantev. That is in Wisconsin? 

Mr. Aman. Both in Wisconsin and Indiana. 

Senator Danrez. Did you help train any of the local officers there ¢ 

Mr. Aman. Yes. Our agent in Wisconsin worked with them over 
a long period of time, training them into the present field of narcot 
ics, ond their bureau is headed up by a heutenant and, I believe, he 
has 6 or 7 police officers and a couple of policewomen, and that is the 
only city in Wisconsin that has ever had a problem. 

Senator Dante.. I see. Now, what is the name of that man you said 
was convicted and given the minimum sentence of 5 years with 82 
ounces of heroin? 

Mr. Aman. His name is Marvin Moses. 

Senator Danten. Is Marvin Moses in the hearing room ¢ 

The Marsnau. He is outside waiting for his attor ney. 

Senator Dantev. Is Marvin Moses in the courtroom? The gentle 
man who held his hand up, is that Marvin Moses? 

Mr. Mosgs. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. All right, you can be seated. 

Now, there is one good picture here in Chicago, one bright spot 
that I would like to ask you about that I failed to ask—it is in Lieu- 
tenant Healy’s statement—and that is concerning the juvenile prob- 
lem—it isn’t bright, because you still have too many, naturally, in- 
volved—but hasn’t the percentage of your narcotic addicts and arrests 
among juveniles gone down in recent years here in Chicago! 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir; it has gone down tremendously. 

Senator Danrev. And you know that is true nearly all over the 
country, except in New York, Los Angeles, Washington. D. C., and 
Dallas, Tex. They are the only cities where we have heard that 
juvenile addiction or involvement in narcotics has increased. In most 
of the other cities in the country, nationwide, we have had a dropoff 
on juvenile addiction to heroin, or of marihuana, and that is encour- 
aging. 

“The only bad thing about it is, though, that the numbers are still 
high enough to where it is somethin we need to watch, because some 
people will stoop low enough to sell this to juveniles still; won’t they? 

Mr. Aman. Oh, yes; but we feel through stronger laws, especially 
meaning those who would sell to a minor, that there should not be a 
minimum sentence there, there ought to be a maximum sentence, even 
though it were life. 

Senator Dantet. Anyone who sells to juveniles? 
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Mr. Aman. To a juvenile, sells or aids in any way whatsoever, or 
induces them to use it. 

Senator DanreL. Would you go along with the law that Senator 
Dirksen introduced, and several of us have introduced the same pro- 
vision, for a maximum penalty of death for anyone who sells to juve- 
niles? 

Mr. Aman. I definitely would. 

Senator DantreL. You understand, before someone leaves this room 
with a misunderstanding, I did not say a mandatory sentence of death, 
but a maximum sentence, where it would be up to the jury to recom- 
mend it to the judge, where the death penalty could be invoked in such 
cases, if the jury felt that it was merited ? 

Mr. Aman. I would go along with that 100 percent. 

Senator Danret. Do you have any other recommendation to make 
to the committee? We havea prepared statement from you, I believe, 
which will be made a part of the record at the conclusion of your 
oral testimony. 


Mr. Aman. I want to give you these various figures I have compiled 
here. 


Senator Daniet. Yes. Will you introduce those one by one? First 
let us put your written statement in the record at this point. 

(The prepared statement of Mr. Aman referred to above is as fol- 
lows:) 


STATEMENT OF ALBERT E. AMAN, DISTRICT SUPERVISOR, UNITED STATES TREASURY 
DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF NARCOTICS, District 9, WHICH CONSISTS OF THE 
STaTEs OF ILLINOIS, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I have a prepared statement 
which I would like to submit for the record and I can talk from the statement. 

The principal narcotic drug used that is a derivative of opium in this district 
is heroin. This drug must be smuggled into the United States as it was ruled 
off the American market for all purposes many years ago by the Congress of 
the United States. 

Heroin: This is a habit-forming drug which can be considered the most dan- 
gerous drug that is used by addicts in this district as well as the United States. 
It is used intraveneously by the aid of a hypodermic needle. It is a drug that 
can be highly adulterated by the illicit traffickers throughout the world, and is 
so adulterated by each individual who handles the drug as it is passed down from 
the receiver to the passer who sells it to addicts. In the city of Chicago, when 
this drug finally reaches an addict, it runs about 6 to 10 percent pure, and in 
many instances only a trace of heroin is left due to the high degree of adultera- 
tion. It is also the drug in which a great amount of profit is made by the illicit 
wholesale distributors and interstate traffickers, as well as the international 
smugglers. 

Practically all individuals when they become a confirmed drug addict will sell 
to one another in order to keep up their habit, and each addict’s objective is to get 
another member of society started on the drug. The ratio would be that each 
addict creates 4 more, and that 4, 16, and it pyramids on up. 

This drug will deteriorate an addict in 1 year’s time to the degree that the 
addict becomes emaciated, and his physical being deteriorates to skin and bones. 
Except in a few rare instances an addict cannot hold any type of a job regardless 
of whether it would be a professional position or one dealing with the crafts. 
Therefore, practically all addicts are forced into a life of crime, which would 
range from petty larceny, to grand larceny, and even murder. The female addicts 
are forced into becoming shoplifters, but more commonly prostitutes. 

Marihuana comes from the leaves of the canabis plant and grows wild in any 
kind of soil in the United States. However, there are legitimate purposes for 
marihuana which is produced under the jurisdiction of the United States Bureau 
of Narcotics in the manufacture of hemp. I know of no cases where any of this 
product has been diverted to the underworld. The majority of the marihuana 
seized in this district comes from Mexico, and the smokers thereof, which is 
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the only manner in which marihuana is used, tell us that the Mexican marihuana 
is more potent and gives them the reaction they seek. While an individual is 
under the influence of marihuana, he is known to be high, meaning, that he will 
arry out various acts that he so desires, and as a result, sex perversion and 
rape are commonly committed while under the influence of marihuana, as well 
as every other crime on the statute books 

The real danger lies in the fact that a large percentage of marihuana s1 
vraduate into using heroin There has been considerable hysteria created in 
the city of Chicago, as well as the rest of Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin, 
through articles written by novices or various publishers, and others who speak 
before groups for a fee whereby they elaborate that numerous high-school 
students are using marihuana. The true fact is that we have not had a condi 
tion in this district whereby there has been any cause for alarm among our high 
school students. In rare instances we do ferret out an individual of high-school 
age who has used marihuana, and on very rare instances have we ever run into 
a high-school student using heroin or any other narcotic drug 

Marihuana is not a habit-forming drug and in my opinion the individual who 
smokes marihuana does not need medical assistance, but does need severe disci 
pline at the family level, and if necessary, through the courts of record, or the 
aid of a psychiatrist. 

The persons who sell marihuana to a minor under the age of 21 should be 
treated by the courts most severely and given stiff sentences In fact, treat 
them no different than a person who sells, gives, or induces a minor into using 
heroin. 

Cocaine is a drug that is produced principally in Peru, South America, and 
at this time is under control due to treaties that were brought about through 
the Commissioner of Narcotics and his colleagues, who serve on the Narcotic 
Commission of the United Nations. 

Although recently we arrested a girl, 23 years of age, who had in her | 
sion 22 ounces of cocaine, it is rare that we find cocaine among the addicts in 
this district. 

A cocaine user in some instances will sniff it through the nostrils or inject 
it with a hypodermic needle intravenously, and when under the influence be 
comes irrational, and will commit any wrongful act or crime that may come 
into his mind as the drug incites the nervous system 

Cocaine is considered a dangerous narcotic drug, but the user thereof does 
not require the same medical treatment that a person addicted to opium or its 
derivatives, principally heroin, would require. Therefore, in my opinion, per 
sons who sell or are found guilty of possession of cocaine should be dealt with 
harshly, and if a seller, a long sentence should be imposed. 

The United States Government maintains, as you know, two hospitals under 
the jurisdiction of the U. S. Public Health Service; one at Lexington, Ky., and 
the other at Fort Worth, Tex. Numerous heroin addicts enter the institution 
voluntarily in order to effect a cure, but the percentage that remain for the 
required amount of time, usually a minimum of from 135 days up to 1 year, 
leave before they have been pronounced cured, and for some reason or another 
will invaribaly return to the use of heroin in a short period of time. In my 
opinion, those who fall into this category, when arrested for possession or sale 
of heroin, should not be given another opportunity to go to either of the above 
hospitals, but should be sentenced to a correctional institution or a penitentiary 
for a long period of time. The same should apply if the individual has been 
ordered to enter the above named Government hospitals on a court order, or 
in other words, second offenders should not be given any consideration unless 
they fail into the age bracket of a juvenile. During the past year, the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics office in this district has not had one juvenile and the 
Chicago Police Department, up to the moment, for the past year have 15, which 
is a greatly reduced figure from what the record was several years 
it was over 100. The principal factor that has brought about this necessary 
reduction has been that part of the Uniform Narcotic Act of Illinois, which was 
amended I believe in 1951, carries a 2 years to life sentence for any one who gives 
or sells a girl under the age of 18, or a boy under the age of 17, narcotic drugs 
or marihuana. Through the medium of the jurists of the Criminal Courts of 
Cook County, they have in most instances meted ont to various defendants, sen- 
tences way over the minimum—25 years to life, 25 years to life, and in one 
sentence, 50 years to life. It is my opinion that their action, coupled with the 
fact that the local law-enforcement officers as well as the agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics, have done a wonderful job in ferreting out the unscrupulous 
peddlers who sought new customers among juveniles. 
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I do believe that the Federal statutes should carry a stiffer penalty for peddlers 
who fall into this bracket, and that no sentence could be considered too rough on 
the defendants. The Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended by the Boggs 
Act, has helped greatly in the prosecution of violators of the narcotic laws over 
and above what they were prior to the passage of the Boggs Act due to the fact 
that the average sentence prior to the Boggs Act was approximately 18 months, 
and since its passage the average sentence has stepped up to approximately 43 
months. I fully realize that some of the Federal jurists in their consideration 
for the defendants who appear before them see fit to stay within the realm of 
the minimum sentence that they may impose under the Boggs Act. I can well 
understand that this consideration is fair and impartial as it applies to some of 
the defendants, but unfortunately others who have not been brought before a 
court of justice and who are engaged in the illicit traffic seem to believe that, in 
the event they are caught, they can almost guess what sentence they will receive, 
and it does not seem to annoy them very much. Fines are likewise imposed upon 
these defendants along with penitentiary sentences, but a fine means little or 
nothing to a wholesale drug trafficker, whether he be considered intrastate or 
interstate trafficker, due to the fact that the profit he earns in any 1 year is so 
great that expenses to engage proper counsel, etc., is insignificant in his mind. 

Therefore I believe that minimum sentences for first offenders should be 
increased, and that on rare occasions, probation or suspended sentences be im- 
posed, and that second, third, and fourth offenders should be dealt with by long 
terms in the penal institutions of the Government, with no consideration to the 


defendant. 

Senator Dantet. Now then, will you identify the figures that you 
are going to insert in the record ? 

Mr. Aman. I will. These are the statistical figures running from 
February 11, 1954, to October 31, 1955, convictions in the Federal 
court for both sale and possession for first, second, third, fourth, and 
fifth offenders. 

Senator Dantet. Now, what period of time do these periods of 
conviction in the Federal court cover ? 

Mr. Aman. From February 11, 1954, to October 31, 1955. 

Senator Danrex. That is from February 1954 to October 31, 1955 ? 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 
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(The statistics referred to above follow :) 


Fed 


Narcotic convictions in the 





ralcourt, Feb ) } Oct. 81.79 
me and date of arrest ype $ A oy pas a : 
nvi : 
| 
7118. John Iorio, Feb. 11, 1954 Sale narcotics Fecde Jar ‘ 15 year 
7135. Dominick Condi, Feb. 11, do d year 
4 
7131. Thomas Campbell, Aug. 19, d 2 ‘ 
7196. Hurley Murphy, July 22, | Sale and possession j 
4 narcotics 
7204. John Jorio- Possession narcotics i 15 yea 
7094. Jack Morro Sale narcotics _. d in. 28 i : 
954. Carl Edward Nussbaum Possession morphine do Jan. 7 7 years 
7168. Wildred Daniel Fleury --. Sale narcotics i k 24 
7168. Robert Lee Kittrell do i i 
7185. Harold Scales Possession narcotics d M 2 ve 
I re 
72%. Harold Scales do lo ‘ 
955. David Baker- Sale heroin i } ete 
Yout ( 
rection A 
457. Harrison Ashley -- do 14 ‘MI 10.| 8 vear 
957. Rosemary Hutchinson Possession cocaine State lar. 11 | 2-5 ye 
‘ led 
ind co . 
i 1-961. Druzella Savage Possession heroin a 2-5 years (su 
| I 1 
: 11).-7155. Norman Dale Smith Sale heroin Federal Feb. 4,2 ye 
$10 
Ind.-952. Russell L. Arbuckle, M. D Sale morphine do lo 1 year 
: [ll.-7244. Robert H. Canino Sale heroin ..do Feb. 8 | 3 years and $1 
' 11].-7095. Katie B. Williams do State July 25 | 5 years prot 2 
' tior 
11].-7230. William Jeffries Possession heroin Federal. Feb. 9 10 years ar 
$1 
11].-7168. Andrew J. Novak Sale heroin do Feb. 11|;2 y 
' <1 (nx 
7079. Maurice Castillo do_. do Feb. 18 | 9 years ar 
$3,008 
Ill. -7168. Glennon Neal Nesbit .do aa i do Feb. 16 | 2 years 
7242. Naomi Green aegis Possession heroin do Feb. 28 3 year rot 
tion 
I 242. Anna Dean Harland do do. do 
I] 2. Claudette Scurry -- --- ead do.. do do 2 
I 5. George Washington Lewis. Sale heroin do Feb. 17 : 
. Leon Green.- do_..- lo Jar 5 | 4 years, $5 
-7191. Armentha Wade Green_-__-_-_| do lo J 12 | 3 years, $% 
111.-7039. William DiGiovanni | do do Apr. 6) 2 years i$ 
7069. Sanford Niles Possession narcotics lo Mar. 10 | 3 years 
| pend 
| tence 
r ? WT 
Ill.-7162. John B. Aennaro_.-- | do.__. do Mar. 1 2 year 
$1, uM 
I1l.-7213. William Jack Faulkner _. do... i State Mar. 23 | 2-2 ‘ 
I\l.-718-M. Carol White Winifield | Possession mari- Federal do... 2 years 
; huana 
Ill.-727-M. Reuben Taylor--_--- | Sale marihuana- -. do Feb. lf le 
lll.-727-M. George L. Hyland_. do_... do do 18 months t 
I1l.-727-M. Cleo Wallace-_-- | Possession and sale do do... 3 years st 
5 marihuana. 
Ill.-727-M. Robert Orvill Gibson-__- Sale marihuana__- do Fet 9 1 year and 
i day 
' Ill.-728-M. Charles Harrison do do Mar. 2. 3 year 
I}].-7183. Robert Outten... _ Sale narcotics -_ _-. State Feb. 9 | 1 year 1 
Ind.-926, Steve Walton - ..d0. Federal. June 27 years l 
Ijl.-7210. Anderson Martin Possession narcotics do May 12 | 10 years and 
$1,000 
Il].-7210. Velores Brooks Manley do... _- do May 25 2 years 
I].-7217. Paul Pennington do. State Apr. 3 | 2-5 years t 
1\].-7240. Gerald Myers. do. do Apr. 27 | 2-7 years t 
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Name and date of arrest 


Tll.-7040. 


I11.-7040. 
Ill.-7074. 
Ill.-7074. 
Il.-72 


Ind.-956. 
I‘].-7178. 
Ill.-7178. 


T1].-7259 
Ind. 288. 


Ind.-956. 


Ind.-956. 
I1l.-7262. 
I1l.-7269. 
Ill.-7255. 


T11.-7008. 
T1l.-7113. 
Il).-7113. 
Ind.-942. 


Ind.-942, 
Il.-7213. 
I}).-7262. 


T]].-7202. 
Tll.-7171. 
Wis.-649. 


Til.-6750 
Iil.-7150. 


I}l.-7150. 
1)].-724 


I]l.-7247. 
11].-7263. 
Ill.- 


1).-7117. 


Til.- 
Ill.- 


Tll.-7265, 
Tl.-7275. 


7117. 
7265. 


Tll.-7289. 


Il. -727-M. Charles Howard Divin. 
730-M. 


Ill.- 


Ill.-730-M. Bobby Montgomery ----- 


I].-7197. 


Il.-7214. 


I]1.-7307. 


12. Grenfall Epps_- 


James Sharkey 


. Frank Huggins... ---_-- 


7117. A 


Daniel Mainiero----- 
Arthur DiDomenico 
Fred Petrucci_-.-- 
Isaac Bookie 
Elestine Johnson -. 


Herman Salkin--.---- 


Douglas Mosley... 
Paul Lasley 


Herbert S. Miles....-.------ 


Walter C. Johnson 
James Bland. 
William M. Pride_ 
Willie Hill. 


Bennie Maurice_-. 
Harold Patterson. 
Dean Luckey..--........- 
PE NE iiicecteaccaes 


ee ee 


James Bevels_-_ 


Rosemary James.- 


James McGarry_.- 
Richard Ryan. 
Robert F. Pilz, Sr_ 
Frank De Marie 


Mario Garelli 


7. Mildred Clark 


Elijah Hampton_-_- 
Sylvester Jeffries 
deline Pape_- 


Roy Pinna 


Joseph Tacullo. -.- 
Doris Lindsey---- 


Washington Wilson. 
James Dunn... 


Louis Gregory 


Claude Williams----- 


Dr. Edward Corx.....--- 


John Carter- 


Ill.-731-M. Edward Swims__- 


Herbert McKesson James 


Type case 


Sale heroin. 


do- 


Posesssion heroin - _ - 


do 
Sale heroin ..------- 


Possession heroin - - - 


Sale narcotics - - - 


ee ee 
Sale heroin 


Possession heroin. 


aes 
do. oa 
Sale heroin___--- 
..do. 
..do. 


_.do. 
do. 
Gost dmaicetice 
Possession heroin - 


Sale heroin_----- 


Possession heroin -_- 
do 


Sale heroin__- 
do 


Sa 
do__- 


ai ca eween 
oases 
.do 


| do___. 


do_. 
Possession narcotics 





Sale narcotics. 


| 


aia os le ok Ra 
Sai a 





Possession narcotics. | 





Possession narcotics_ | 


Sale marhuana 
ee 


-do-- 
Sale narcotics. 


Possession narcotics 


Sale marihuana----- ie 


| 


} 





Sentence 


| 2 years, $1,000 


| 6 years, $1,000 


| 2-3 years. 





| 2 years 


new | Date of | 
Agency | onviction 
1955 
Federal.| Apr. 8 
.-do odincs 
--do....| Apr. 4 
do.__.|...do 
..do_. - va 
State _- Mar. 25 
Federal.| Apr. 14 
as cana _— 
.. do. | May 3 
..do. May 26 
sale Reco 
oe; . 5. cee 
State_...| May 5 
do. June 14. 
| Federal_.| June 15 
..do- June 16- 
do. June 22- 
do. oo... 
| State_- Apr. 25 
-do_ do- 
..do- May 5 
do June 8 
Federal_| _do_____| 
do June 22 | 
State_...| June 2 
| 
Federal_| June 22 
.do_....| June 27 
do__- do... 
do Oe cas 
| 
et 2 
State___.| June 13 
Federal. June 29 
do__.._| June 21 
| 
ae... 8: ee 
State_...| July 13 
a6... do... 
. .do- Aug. 3 | 
Federal_| Aug. 30 
do..-..| July 25 
| State....| Aug. 2 
do_.. do..-.-. | 
Federal_| Sept. 19 
-do.....| Sept. 21 
' 
State. Sept. 26 
do Aug. 10 


| 2 years 


and costs. 
do 
4 years and $1 
do. __ 
3 years and 
$500. 
2-5 years, $50 
and costs. 
1 year and 
$500. 
$200 and costs 


1-2 years. - 
10 years and 
$5,000. 

3 years. 
3-5 years. 


3 years 
$100. 

4 years and $10 

5 years and $10 

do_ 

2-5 years, sus- 
pended; 3 
years’ 
bation. 

do_ 

1 year 


and 


l year pro- | 
bation, 4 
months’ con- 


finement. 

2 years and $1 

do 

1 year to 18 
months. 

2 years and $1 

10 years and 
$2,000. 


| 2 years and $1_} 


and 
$100, 
costs. 
we 

2-4 years_- 
2 years’ 
pended; 
$100; 3 yeers’ 


probation. 
5 years and 
$100. 

do. 
Fined $190 | 
and $10 costs. 
ae 


5 years to 6 
months to 
be served | 


and 5 years | 


probation. 
2 years. 
2 years proba- 
tion. 
3 years proba- 
tion. 
2 to 4 years - 
(su- 
spended sen- 
tence) 5 
years proba- 
tion. 


Fined $3,0v0 | 


2 years pro- 
bation. 
3 years. --- 


| 5 years-- 





; 

t 
--| Ist. 
; 2d. 
Ist. 

; 

' 

i 


| 3d. 


pro- | 


plus 


sus- | 





| Con- 
| vie- 
tion 
No. 


| 


i 


Ist. 
Ist. 
Ist. 
| Ist. 
Ist. 
Ist. 


Ist. 





Ist. 
2d. 
Ist. 
Ist. 


Ist. 


Ist. 
| 2d. 
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Ist. 





Ist. 
Ist. 
Ist. 


| Ist. 
| Ist. : 
Ist. 
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Ist. 
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Ist. 
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Ist. 
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Varcotie convictions in the Federal court, Feb. 11, 1954-—Oct. 31, 1 Cont ed 
Name and date of arrest i» ise Ag 


‘471. George Miller Passe 
», Jock B. Madde Sule 
7284. L. ¢ Lowery 
7216. Earl Stewart 
7229. Manual] Narro 


Oza Cochk 4 
é Juanita King 
7314. 1 Miller 
M. Feliciano Hector Go Sale 
Ss 1c] H h, Jr Sal ' 
+M. Ray L, Johnso il } 
4 William Bell, J Poss 
huana 
4-M. William P. Smit! o 
1+-M. James M 
7941 James A. White ' 
7241 ladys D 
7 7 Anthony Shu] 
| 
7117. Anthony Sperna do 
: 116. Eric Kayser do lo June 28 
i ] 7187 heodore Newell Possession he 
j I1].-7131. Jean Walker Sale heroin 
lil.-7234. Moy You May. Possession narcoti do 
i1.-930. Roxie Williams Possession heroin d M ] 
959. Alonzo Anderso Sale heroin tat J 
11.-7216. William White Davis lo ] era u 28 
1]].-7216. Victor M. Murray i i 
l 72i¢ Tommie Lee Haire 10 
232. Sam Montana Possession 
237. William Eisenstadt Sale narcoti 


Senator Danie. Have you totaled _ the number of convictions 
this year in the Federal court for narcotic cases / 

Mr. Aman. Yes, I have; the convictions in the Federal court 
over that period of time is 119, amounting to 66 sales and 53 pos 
session cases. 

Senator Dante... I asked you during the noon hour, and I don’t 
snow if you have had time to do it or not, to check on how many 
of these cases the minimum sentence was given by Federal courts. 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir. Did you want that for the entire 119, or did 
you want it broken down into sales ? 

(See tables entitled “Total Sentences for Sale and Possession of 
N: arcotics by Federal and State Courts, January 7, 1955, to October 
31, 1955,” and “Total Sentences of Cases Involving Only Sales of Nar- 
cotics by Federal and State Courts, January 7, 1955, to October 31, 

1955, District No. 9, Federal Bureau of Narcotics,” submitted by 
Mr. Aman, on pp. 4365-4368.) 

Senator Danrex. Do you have it both ways ? 

Mr. Aman. I am just looking at it now. 

Senator Dantex. I will just take whatever you have. 
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Mr. Awan. Inasmuch as Agent Jack Love prepared this for me, 
I will let him read it off, because it is in his handwriting, if it is all 
right with you. 

Senator Dantev. Certainly. I know that you would be doing the 
same thing if it was my handwriting;; I would have to be reading it. 

Mr. Love. Well, for the first offense of a person of the total of 119 
there was a total of 103 disposed of, and of that number, 46 of them 
received the minimum sentence of 2 years; 25 of them received a 
sentence of 3 years; 6 of them received a sentence of 4 years; and & 
of them received a sentence of 5 years. 

Senator Dante... So 8 out of the 103 received the maximum sen- 
tence / 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Right? 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie... And 46 received the minimum sentence / 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante.. That is on your first offenders? 

Mr. Lover. Yes, sir. 

[ would also like to point out that there were 6 cases wherein thie 
person received less than the minimum sentences of 2 years. 

Senator Dante.. How was that possible ? 

Mr. Love. I don’t know, but it happened. 

Senator Daniet. What did they get ? 

Mr. Love. One got 18 months, and one got 1 year, and another one 
was fined $200; another one got 1 to 2, and two of them were fined 
$190, plus $10 costs. 

Senator Dante. Were these trials under the Boggs Act in Federal 
court ¢ 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniet. How could they assess less than the minimum 
penalty set up by Congress of 2 years ¢ 

Mr. Aman. Sir, we have to correct those. Those he mentioned last 
year were tried in the State courts. 

Mr. Love. That isright. Iam sorry. 

Senator Daniet. They are not in your total of 103 who were tried 
in the Federal courts ? 

Mr. Love. Yes. Deduct 6 from 103 and that would be 97. 

Senator Daniet. Ninety-seven disposed of in Federal courts, and 
46 received the minimum ; 25 received 3 years ? 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. So that is a total of 71 out of the 97 who received 
3 years or less? 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret- How long will it take them to serve that 3 years 
and be back on the streets ? 


Mr. Aman. They are eligible for parole after one-third of their 


time. 

Senator Dantex. If they get credit for good time, they get off a third 
of their time, if they don’t get a parole? 

Mr. Aman. Approximately a third. 

Senator Daniet. So within a couple of years all of these 71 will be 
back on the streets, if they conduct themselves all right in prison; is 
that right ? 
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Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have any figures broken down by sales? 
You have got 66 sellers; do you have the figures on those, as to how 
many got minimum sentences and how many the maximum ‘ 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir: I do. 

Senator Dante... These are all in Federal courts ¢ 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Sentaor Danrev. Allright. Give us those figures. 

Mr. Love. Twenty-six of that number received 2 years. 

Senator Danrev. That isthe minimum. 

Mr. Love. Eleven received 3; five received 4; and seven received 

Senator Daniex. Are these all first offenders ? 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. There were 4 of them that won't be counted, 
and then there were 4 defendants that received over the 5 years, be 
cause I guess they were sentenced on separate counts in the indictment. 

Senator Danret- How much did they get ? 

Mr. Love. One of them got 9 years: one of them got 10; one of them, 
or two of them, rather, got 7 years. 

Senator DANTEL. Now, those are not first offenders, then, those must 
be second, third, or more ? 

Mr. Love. No, sir: I have knowledge of these. 

Mr. Aman. These are first offenders. 

Senator Danre.. Sentenced on more than one count ¢ 

Mr. Aman. Torun consecutively. 

Senator Danrev. Then out of that number of 66, there were 26 of 
them, the majority of the sentences, or at least we will say 26 sen 
tences were the minimum. That is for sales of heroin and marihuana ¢ 

Mr. Love. No; not for marihuana. I did not include marihuana in 
this count. 

Senator Dante. Do you mean to say these were all heroin sales 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. And 11 got 3 years; that is 37 of the 66 cases in 
which 3 years or less was given, right ? 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. And there again you have those heroin sellers who 
will be back on your streets, probably within 2 years, correct ? 

Mr. Love. That is right. 

Senator Danrex. Do you think you can ever lick the traffic with 
those kinds of sentences 

Mr. Aman. No, sir: we will not, because the profit derived is too 
lucrative, and I have heard dope peddlers say, “I can do that 2 years 
standing on my hands,” or those 3 years. 

Senator Dantev. The truth about it is that after they are arrested, 
don’t most of them intensitfy sales, while waiting trial, don’t they get 
out on bail and make enough to take care of law fees, bail bonds, and 
their families, while they are in prison 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator Danrex. Well, if that was not correct here, this would be 
the first place where it wasn’t done that way. 

Mr. Aman. It is done that way. 

Senator Danie. And after they get out they can make up for lost 
time going back into the traffic. I understand from the records that 
85 percent of those convicted of trafficking in narcotics return to the 
traffic after they serve their sentences; is that right? 
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Mr. Aman. I believe that is a correct figure. 

Senator Dante. Lieutenant Healy said it istrue. Do you have any 
other suggestions? You have some more tables, I believe. 

Mr. Aman. If you want the second, third, fourth, and fifth. 

Senator Danret. All right. Let’s have those. 

Mr. Love. Now, as to the first offenders, they were fined, a total of 
97, $13,632. , 

On the second offenders, there was a total of eight. Three of them 
received the minimum 

Senator Danrex. Is this on sales, or both possession and sales ¢ 

Mr. Love. This is on both possession and sales. 

Senator Danre.. Go ahead. 

Mr. Love. There were a total of eight. Three of them received the 
minimum sentence of 5 years; 2 of them received 6 years; 1 of them 
received 7 years—and these were in Federal courts this time—2 of 
them—1 of them received 3 to 5 years, and the other received 3 years. 

Senator Danie... Well, now, isn’t there a minimum 5-year sentence 
for second offenders ? 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir; there is. 

Senator Danret. How did a Federal court give 2 of them from 3 
to 5 years 

Mr. Love. I don’t know, Senator. 

Senator Danrev. Will you advise me when we get back to Washing- 
ton; you write me a letter and check into that, Mr. Aman? 

(See letter from Mr. Tieken, dated Dec ember 15, 1955, on p. 4364.) 

Mr. Aman. We will have to check and be sure it was not a State 
court. 

Senator Danrev.. Mr. United States Attorney, do you know, or 
will you write us / 

Mr. Trexen. I would rather write you. I think I know, but I 
would rather write. 

Senator DanteL. We would just like to know. It is an important 
thing for this committee, because we are going to be making recom- 
mendations. Mr. Boggs was here last week, and we are working 
together with his House committee, and we will be working on this 
law, and if the courts are not even giving the minimum penalty we 
had better know about it and find out what we can do about it. 

A lot of the courts object to mandatory minimum penalties, but I 
am telling you now, and you can see, I think, from the evidence here 
in Chicago, why Congress feels it must pass mandatory penalties, 
because some of the courts do not seem to realize the seriousness of 
letting these men serve short sentences. 

Allright. Go ahead with your other figures. 

Mr. Love. Then on the second breakdown, for the second offenders, 
just sales only: There were 11 of them rec eived 5 years; 1 of them 
received 6 years. 

Senator Danret. How many were there in all? 

Mr. Love. Five, just for sales—I mean, 2 received 5 years; 1 re- 
ceived 6 years; and the 2 I mentioned received 3 years, I mean under 
the penalty 
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Mr. Love. There were five. 
Senator DANIEL. All received the minimum sentences, except one, 


either the minimum sentence or under the minimum, right? 


Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. On second offenses / 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. And the fines for that group was $1,310. 

On the third offenses, this is for the total, the overall, not just sales, 
but there was a total of 4, and 3 of them received 10 years, and 1 of 
them received—I wasn’t able to check this one yet, Senator—was a 
vear sentence and $10. I am not too sure of that, I have not been able 


tO check whether that was State or Federal. 


Senator DanreL. Well, there again minimum sentences were given 
on the third offense, the minimum under the Boggs Act is 10 years; 
isn’t it? 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. How many received the minimum of 10 years on 
third offense ? 

Mr. Love. Well, there were only four on the third offense. 

Senator DanieL. Three received a minimum of 10 years, and 1 re 
ceived what ? 

Mr. Love. Five. But I am not sure whether that was State or Fed 
eral. Mr, Aman is checking it. 

Senator Danret. Will you send us an explanation? If it isa Fed 
eral sentence less than 10 years on the third offense, we want to know 
about it. 

Mr. Love. On the fourth offense we had none. 

Mr. Aman. That was a State court. 

Senator Danrex. That last one was a State court conviction ? 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Mr. Love. On the fifth offenders, we had 2, and 1 was given a sen- 
tence of 15 years, and 1 received 3 years. 

Senator Dantet. Wait just a minute, this is fifth offenders? 

Mr. Love. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. And he received 3 years ! 

Mr. Love. Yes, but I believe it was prior to the Boggs Act. 

Mr. Aman. It could be that it was prior, no, it couldn't. 

Mr. Love. I know he only got 3 years. 

Senator Dantex. Maybe the offense was committed prior to the 
Boggs Act. 

Mr. Aman. That is right, he was a fugitive for 5 years. 

Senator Daniret. Anyway, on the fifth offense, the court gave him 
only 3 years. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Love. Sixth offense, we had two. One received 10 years, and 
one received 15 years, and that is it. 

Senator Dantez. All right. Do you have any other charts to go 
in the record, Mr. Aman ? 

Mr. Aman. Well, we could prepare this and mail it to you, and type 
it up in proper form for you. I mean, you have just jotted down the 
figures. 

Senator Dante. I wish you would do that and we will make it a 
part of the record at this point. 

(The explanation requested by the chairman is furnished in the 
letter from Mr. Robert Tieken, United States attorney, northern dis- 
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trict of Illinois, dated December 18, 1955, with two tables entitled 
“Total Sentences for Sale and Possession of Narcotics by Federal and 
State Courts” and “Total Sentences of Cases Involving Only Sales 
of Narcotics by Federal and State Courts,” January 7, 1955, to Oc- 
tober 31, 1955, submitted by Federal Bureau of Narcotics, Chicago, 
Ill. The letter and tables follow:) 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, 
Chicago, December 15, 1955. 
Hon. PRICE DANIEL, 
United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR DANIEL: Following the completion of the Senate hearings con- 
ducted by you in Chicago, I have had a careful investigation undertaken to de- 
termine whether any illegal sentences under the terms of the Boggs’ Act have 
been imposed by the courts of the northern district of Illinois. Reference is made 
to the statistical summary of narcotic violators in district 9, Federal Bureau of 
Narcotics, Chicago, Ill, for the period beginning January 7, 1955, and ending 
October 31, 1955, which summary has been recently forwarded to you by Mr. A. E. 
Aman, district supervisor of the Bureau of Narcotics. 

It appears from the summary of narcotic sentences that during the period 
beginning January 7, 1955, and ending October 31, 1955, sentences which are 
apparently illegal were imposed in seven instances by Federal courts. These 
cases are as follows: 

Indiana 955—David Baker: Convicted February 17, 1955. Sale of heroin 
Given an indeterminate sentence pursuant to the terms of the Youth Correction 
Act for a first offense. 

Indiana 952—Russell L. Arbuckle, M. D.: Convicted February 4, 1955. Sale 
of morphine. Given two 1-year concurrent sentences for a first offense. 

Illinois 727-M—George L. Hyland: Convicted February 16, 1955. Sale of 
marihuana. Sentenced to 18 months for a first offense. 

Lllinois 727-M—Robert Orville Gibson: Convicted February 9, 1955. Sale of 
marihuana. Sentenced to 1 year and 1 day for a first offense. 

Illinois 7113—Dean Luckey: Convicted June 22, 1955. Conspiracy to sell 
heroin. Sentenced to 5 years on a third offense. 

Illinois 6677—George Miller: Convicted October 20, 1955. Possession of nar- 
coties. Sentenced to 3 years on a fifth offense. 

Illinois 72229—Manuel Narro: Convicted October 19, 1955. Sale of narcotics. 
Sentenced to 5 years on a second offense. 

Only three of the aforementioned cases were tried and disposed of in the north- 
ern district of Illinois. Indiana 955, David Baker, as defendant, and Indiana 952, 
Russel L. Arbuckle, M. D., as defendant, were sentenced by the United States 
District Court for the Southern District of Indiana. Illinois 727—-M, George L. 
Hyland and Robert Orville Gibson, defendants, were tried in the southern district 
of Illinois, and the defendants sentenced in the United States District Court for 
the Southern District of Illinois, sitting at Peoria. Illinois 7113, Dean Luckey, 
defendant, and Illinois 6677, George Miller, defendant, and Illinois 7229, Manuel 
Narro, defendant, were sentenced by the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois. 

Investigation shows that none of the last three defendants was improperly 
sentenced in violation of the Boggs Act. 

Dean Luckey, defendant, Illinois 7113. was convicted by the United States 
district court after trial before a jury for conspiracy to purchase, sell, and 
conceal heroin after importation in violation of sections 2553 (a) and 2554 (a), 
title 26, United States Code, and section 174, title 21, United States Code; all in 
violation of section 371, title 18, United States Code. The indictment originally 
contained counts charging the defendant with substantive violations of the 
narcotic laws punishable under the terms of the Boggs Act. However, at the 
conclusion of the Government’s case, the Honorable John P. Barnes, presiding 
judge, upon motion for judgment of acquittal made by the defendant, Dean 
Luckey, indicated that he would grant such motion and would direct the jury to 
return a verdict of not guilty as to the defendant, Luckey, as to each of the 
substantive counts of the indictment. The assistant United States attorney pre 
senting the case, therefore, moved the court to dismiss the substantive counts 
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f the indictment, which motion was granted by the court, obviating 0 ‘ 
f the directed verdict as to those counts. At the conclusion of the case n 
was made for leave to file an information pursuant to the terms of the Boggs Act, 
showing previous narcotic convictions of the defendant, Luckey. After extended 
argument, the court denied the motion of the Government, ruling that the defend 
ant had been charged and convicted of a violation of section 371, title 18, United 
States Code, relating to conspiracies, and that the Boggs Act was, therefore, not 
ipplicable in fixing sentence. Pursuant to the ruling of the court, the sentence of 
> years imposed as to the defendant, Dean Luckey, was the maximum sentence 
ossible. 

Because of the ruling of the court in this case, we plan to present a test case in 
which a conspiracy to violate the narcotic statutes may be charged in violation of 
sections 4704 (a), 4705 (a), and 7237 (a), title 26, United States Code, without 

eference to section 371 of the Criminal Code. We anticipate that in such case 
the court will rule that the conspiracy has been properly charged and that the 
Boges Act properly applies. 

George Miller, defendant in Illinois 6677, was sentenced on October 20, 1955 to a 
term of 3 years for possession of narcotics. The conviction in this case was the 
fifth conviction of the defendant for violations of the Jones-Miller and/or Harri 
son Acts. However, the violation for which the defendant was sentenced October 
20, 1955 occurred in 1951, prior to the effective date of the Boges Act and, there 
fore, the terms of the Boggs Act were not applicable. The defendant had been a 
fugitive since 1952 until the fall of 1955, which is the reason for the long delay 
between the violation and the conviction. 

Manuel Narro, defendant, Illinois 7229, was convicted October 19, 1955 for the 
sale of narcotics and sentenced to 3 years. The violation charged had occurred 
in April 1955 and the Boggs Act applied in determination of his sentence. Al] 
though Narro had been previously convicted of a narcotic violation, the prior 
conviction was for a violation of an Illinois statute, which conviction did not, of 
course, constitute a prior conviction under the terms of the Boggs Act. 

We sincerely trust that the foregoing will satisfy the information which you 
previously requested relating to the imposition of apparently illegal sentences hy 
the Federal courts for the Northern District of Illinois. 

Very truly yours, 
R. TIreEKEN, 
United States Attorney 


Total sentences for sale and possession of narcotics by Federal and State courts 


NoTe.—Total of 119 cases for period from Jan. 7 to Oct. 31, 1955, inclusive, in district 
No. 9, Federal Bureau of Narcotics, Chicago, Ill. Sentences shown are those of Federal 
courts, unless indicated as being State court. 


18T OFFENDERS (2—5 YEARS) 


Sentenced by State court, total 

2-year sentence 

3-year sentence 

4-year sentence 

5-year sentence . 

Over the minimum sentence of 5 years due to the fact that the defendant 
was sentenced to more than 1 count which was contained in the in- 
dictment 


Sum total 
Total fines 


2D OFFENDERS (5-10 YEARS) 


Sentenced by State court, total 
o-year sentence 
6-year sentence 
7-year sentence 
S-year sentence 
/-year sentence 
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3D OFFENDERS (10-20 YEARS) 
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NI I cscs cette dcattie celia aici alanaatiacealtaceendatadi 4 
I II i acest niga hk asieacch ahaa Ripe Mics ia a a baad $1,001 
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No fines. 
Grand total for 1st, 2d, 3d, 4th, 5th and 6th offenders__________-~ 119 


Total sentence of cases involving only sales of narcotics by Federal and State 
courts 


Notr.—Total of 66 for period Jan. 7 to Oct. 31, 1955, inclusive, in district No. 9, 
Federal Bureau of Narcotics, Chicago, Ill. Sentences shown are those of Federal courts, 
unless indicated as being State court. 


18T OFFENDERS (2-5 YEARS) 


Sentenced by State court, total_____- lik i ac a i $s 
SOR BO aa ee ei Sener pee se gaeaeaaee 26 
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6TH OFFENDERS 


, 4th, Sth, and 


66 
lotal sentences for sale and possession of narcotics by Federal and State courts 
1ST OFFENDERS (2-5 YEARS) 


Sentenced by State court, total 

~-year sentence 

o-year sentence 

-vear sentence 

o-year sentence_-_-_- sons taeipeniaoch iiss ligeihanddnigilpiacieiabitaaibte ‘ 

Over the minimum sentence of 5 years due to the fact that the defendant 
was sentenced to more than 1 count which was contained in the indict- 
ment 


2D OFFENDERS (5-10 YEARS) 


Sentenced by State court, total 
o-year sentence 

6-year sentence 

7-year sentence 

S-year sentence 

v-year sentence 

10-year 


Sum total 
FUMES Niacin echt ic a aad a $1, 210 


3D OFFENDERS (10-20 YEARS) 


Sentenced by State court, total 
10-year sentence 


Sum total 
TN ceca esceececec acceded tteeciechspeeiaalieaecnata Rafe cilia ideale ere ae ee 


4TH OFFENDERS 
Total 


5TH OFFENDERS 


3-year sentence below minimum sentence of 10 years, due to fact previous 
convictions were prior to Bogge Act total... .—.....10 nonce n nse ai 
15-year sentence 


Sum total 
No fines. 


10-year sentence, total 
15-year sentence 


Sum total 
No fines. 
Grand total for 1st, 2d, 3d, 4th, 5th and 6th offenders______-__-_~- 119 


Note.—Total of 119 cases for period from Jan. 7, 1955 to Oct. 31, 1955, inclusive, in 
district No. 9, Federal Bureau of Narcotics, Chicago, Ill. Sentences shown are those of 
Federal courts, unless indicated as being State court. 


71515—56—pt. 9——-13 





4368 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Total sentences of cases involving only sales of narcotics by Federal and State 
courts 
Note.—Total of 66 for period Jan. 7 to Oct. 31, 1955, inclusive, in district No. 9, 


Federal Bureau of Narcotics, Chicago, Il. Sentences shown are those of Federal courts, 
unless indicated as being State court. 


18T OFFENDERS (2 TO 5 YEARS) 
Sentenced by State court 
2-year sentence 
3-year sentence 
4-year sentence 
5-year sentence_. 
Over 5-year sentence, more than 1 count 


Total 


2D OFFENDERS (5 TO 10 YEARS) 


Sentenced by State court 
5-year sentence 
6-year sentence 


38RD OFFENDERS (10 TO 20 YEARS) 


Sentenced by State court 
10-year sentence 


5TH OFFENDERS 


3-year sentence, previous convictions were prior to Boggs Act 
15-year sentence 


10-year sentence 


Grand total for sales of narcotics only for 1st, 2d, 3d, 4th, 5th, and 
6th offenders 


Senator Danrev. Anything further? 

Mr. Aman. And then I would like to submit the addicts reported 
in Indiana and Wisconsin since April 1, 1955, and I would like to 
include in there the addicts reported by the State of Illinois, by the 
city of Chicago Police Department, and Federal. 

Senator Danret. That is since April of this year? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir, that numbers 577 new addicts reported, 27 
being Federal, and 55 of those being reported by the Chicago Police 
Department. 

Senator Danie. That will be made part of the record at this point. 
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(The report referred to is as follows :) 


BuREAU OF Narcorics, Disrrict No. ¥ 
New addicts re port dinil 
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Senator Dantet. Is that everything ? 

Mr. Aman. I think I have everything, if you will just give me a 
moment here. 

I would like to submit the fact that the arrests since January 1, 
1955, by the Federal Bureau of Narcotics numbered 147 narcotics 
arrests, and 26 marihuana arrests, or a total of 173, and I would like 
to submit this report. 

Senator Danrev. Mr. Aman, that will be received as part of the 
record. 

(The report referred to is as follows:) 


Data concerning arrests from January 1 through October 81, 1954 
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4 of these arrests were made by St. Louis branch office. 
22 were fugitives from New York. 1 was arrested by St. Louis branch office. 


Senator Danret. Do you have any idea as to where the principal 
source of supply is, the principal countries of origin for the heroin 
coming in here, what they happen to be? 
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Mr. Aman. Yes,sir. Well, the Near East, particularly Turkey and 
India, Iran, and particularly Peru and Lebanon for the manufac- 
tured product through clandestine factories in particularly Italy, 
Trieste, and France. 

Senator Danrex. Do you get any heroin from Mexico? 

Mr. Aman. We have only received a small quantity of Mexican 
heroin so far. 

Senator Dantet. How about any of it that comes from the west 
coast ? 

Mr. Aman. I believe we have received some from Red China, but our 
chemist’s office has not had a chance to break it down through chemical 
analysis to determine whether it came from Manchuria or not. 

Senator Dantet. On the west coast the majority of the heroin came 
definitely from Red China which, of course, we all know from the evi- 
dence already adduced is the only likely thing, since that government 
seems to be pushing the exportation of heroin to the free nations of 
the world. 


How about marihuana, where are you getting most of the marihuana 
from that comes in here? 

Mr. Aman. Principally we get it from Mexico. There is a little bit 
that is probably diverted to the use of marihuana smokers that grows 
wild, but that would be a very small percentage, but the real amounts 
come up from Mexico. 

Senator DanteL. Have you had some diversion of narcotics from 
otherwise legitimate sources, such as drugstores and doctors’ offices 
in your district recently ? 

Mr. Aman. Not enough to be concerned about. Occasionally a doc- 
tor’s kit may be burglarized and small quantities of narcotics stolen, 
or a drugstore burglarized of a very small amount, but it certainly 
would not be any aid or of help to the underworld. 

Senator Dante. Do you find any doctors or druggists violating the 
narcotics laws, to amount to much? I know they are in the minority 
in those professions. 

Mr. Aman. No, sir; I think last year we reported, I cannot give you 
the exact figure, but not over five in the city of Chicago. 

Senator Dantev. Druggists and doctors together? 

Mr. Aman. That is right. 

Senator DanreL. Have you had any indication that some druggists 
might be aiding the traffic by sales of quinine and other mixtures that 
go with heroin ? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir; we have. 

Senator Dantez. I will ask you if you have had occasion to examine 
the records of certain, or at least of one certain drugstore here in the 
city of Chicago concerning its quinine stocks and purchases? 

Mr. Aman. I have assigned agents to so investigate. 

Senator DanteL. What is the name of that drugstore? 

Mr. Aman. I believe it is the Drexel. 

Senator Daniet. Did some of your agents report concerning the 
large quantities of quinine at one of the Drexel drugstores? 

Mr. Aman. They did. 

Senator Danret. Have you also had occasion to check the Sharon 
Drug Co.? 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. That is at 239 East 55th Street? 
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Mr. Aman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. I have notes here indicating that on our record of 
our investigation, and I am sure that you helped Mr. Speer on this, as 
you have on much of our work here, and for which we thank you, that 
= Sharon Drug Co. purchased from Februar y 3, 1955, to November 

, 1955, 2,730 ounces of quinine. 

Mr. Aman. Yes, sir. And the records that I subpenaed from the 
New York Chemical & Quinine Co. 

Senator Danie. How would that compare with the normal uses of 
or sales of quinine by drugstores in similar neighborhoods? 

Mr. AMAN. Sir, I called up one of my lifelong friends who employs 
6 pharmacists and he compounds a cough sirup, using quinine in the 
cough sirup and he says there never was a year that he used over 1 
pound of quinine. 

And then I had one of our agents check the Cook County Hospital, 
the Illinois Research Hospital, and the Hines Veterans Hospital, and 
I will have to call him in, because it is a very, very small amount that 
they use from year to year. 

Senator Danret. Do you have some reason to be concerned about 
this large use of quinine? 

Mr. Aman. Definitely. 

Senator DanreL. Have you checked the purchases and sales of 
quinine by the Sharon Drug Co. ? 

Mr. Aman. I have. 

Senator DantEet. Do you know who is in charge of that drugstore? 

Mr. Speer. Robert Yablon. 

Mr. Aman. Mr. Robert Yablon, I know, is in charge of the drug- 
store. 

Senator Dantret. Is Mr. S. J. Friedman connected with that drug- 
store ? 

Mr. Aman. He is a pharmacist. 

Senator Dantex. All right, sir, you may stand aside. 

Mr. Aman. May I submit for your information a blank form known 
as the Chicago Police Department narcotics offenders history sheet? 

Senator Dantet. That will be made part of our file. 

Mr. GasqueE. Mr. Friedman. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Friedman, do you solemnly swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give to this subcommittee of the Senate Judi- 
ciary Committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth so help you God? 

Mr. FrrepMan. I do. 

Senator DanreLt. You may be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF JACK FRIEDMAN 


Senator Dante. Will you state your name and your business ? 
Mr. FrrepMan. My name is Jack Friedman. 

Senator Dantex. And your initials are S. J.? 

Mr. FrrepmMan. No, it is J. 

Senator Danret. And your name is Jack? 

Mr. FrrepMan. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. And you work for Sharon Drug Co.? 

Mr. Frrepman. That is right. 
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Senator Danrex. Are you an official in the company or just an 
employee ? 

Mr. Frrepman. Just an employee. 

Senator Danrex. What kind of work to you do? 

Mr. Frrmepman. I am a pharmacist and chiropodist. 

Senator Dante.. How as have you been employed by the Sharon 
Drug Co.? 

Mr. FrrepMan. Off and on about 6 or 7 years—something like that, 
off and on. I put in very short hours. 

Senator Dante. The reports that this committee have from the 
Federal Bureau of Narcotics has it from February 3, 1955, to Novem- 
ber 7, 1955, that your drugstore purchased 2,730 ounces of quinine, is 
that correct, sir? 

Mr. Friepman. I wouldn’t know. 

Senator Danie. Do you keep any record on it? 

Mr. Frrepman. I am not part of the firm; I am just a clerk practi- 
eally. I don’t keep a record of his business. 

Senator Dante. Are you in charge of the purchases ? 

Mr. Frrepman. No, I am not; not at all. 

Senator Dante... Who is in charge of the purchasing? 

Mr. Friepman. Mr. Yablon is the owner. 

Senator Dantet. Is that Y-a-b-l-o-n? 

Mr. Frrepman. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. Did you ever order any quinine? 

Mr. Frrepman. I never did. 

Senator Dantet. Did you ever notice any unusual amount of quinine 
in the drugstore? 

Mr. Friepman. No, I never did. All I know, we had some quinine 
capsules which were sold medicinally. 

Senator Danre.. You mean just to doctors? 

Mr. Friepman. For colds. 

Senator Danret. Sir? 

Mr. Frrepman. Colds. 

Mr. Gasque. These were sold individually—they were sold to in- 
dividuals? 

Mr. FrrepMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. What would be the largest quantity of any sale made 
at that drugstore? 

Mr. Frrepman. About a dozen, a dozen 5-grain capsules and some 
less, too, 3, 4, whatever they wanted. 

Mr. GasquE. Now, who else is involved in the management of that 
drugstore ? 

Mr. Frrepuan. Well, all I know is that Mr. Yablon is the owner and 
he has a clerk there. 

Mr. Gasque. What is the name of the clerk ? 

Mr. Frrepman. I wouldn’t know his name. I was just recently 
hired. 

Mr. Gasque. There are only three people connected with that drug- 
store to your knowledge? 

Mr. Frrepman. All I know is that he is the sole owner of that store ; 
the others are employees. 

Senator Danrez. And he has sole management? 

Mr. Frrepman. Yes. As far as I know, yes. 


time 
Ss 
M 


dow 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 4373 


Senator Danre,. Were you working there on all of the days from 
February 3, 1955, through March 30, 1955! 

Mr. Frrepman. I put in maybe once a week, twice a week, some- 
times; just relief work. 

Senator Danret, Sir? 

Mr. FrrevmMan. Just relief work. In other words, I would come 
down on Wednesday, perhaps, at 6 o’clock and work until 10. 

Senator Dantex. Did you display your license so the prescriptions 
could be filled and things could go right along? 

Mr. Frrepman. So long as my presence was there—in fact, when I 
was gone, no prescription would be filled if I wasn’t there. 

Senator DanteL. You are the only prescription clerk? 

Mr. Frrepman. Yes, I am the only registered pharmacist. 

Senator DantreL. How many prescriptions did you fill a day? 

Mr. Frrepman. Not many. 

Senator Dantet. About how many ¢ 

Mr. FrrepmMan. | would say, maybe during a week, maybe 10 or 12 
perhaps. 

Senator Daniev. Per week ? 

Mr. FrrepMan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. It would average 10 to 12 prescriptions per week? 

Mr. Frrepman. I think so, yes. 

Senator Dante... Did you ever notice any drug addicts come into the 
place? 

Mr. Frrepman. I don’t—no, I couldn’t tell exactly whether they 
were addicts or not. 

Senator Dantet. How many addicts do you know ? 

Mr. Frrepman. I wouldn’t know any of them. 

Senator Dantev. None of them? 

Mr. FrrepMAn. No, sir. 

Senator Dante... Did you ever sell empty capsules ? 

Mr. Frrepman. Empty capsules? 

Senator Dante.. Yes? 

Mr. Frrepman. Very seldom. 

Senator Dante. Did you sell some on occasion ? 

Mr. Frrepman. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. Did you ever sell quinine in bulk? 

Mr. Frrepman. No. 

Senator Danter. Never / 

Mr. Frrepman. Never in bulk. 

Senator Danie.. To anyone? 

Mr. FriepMan. Not that I know of. 

Senator Daniev. You never did notice any large quantities of qui- 
nine at the drugstore? 

Mr. Frrepman. No, I didn’t. 

Senator Daniet. You may stand aside for the time being. 

Mr. Yablon, do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to 
give to this subeommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help you 

God ¢ 
Mr. Yaston. I do. 
Senator Danret. You may be seated. 
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TESTIMONY OF ROBERT YABLON, ACCOMPANIED BY BERNARD 
BRODY, ATTORNEY 


Senator Danret. State your full name. 

Mr. Yasion. Robert Yablon. 

Senator Dante... Y-a-b-]-o-n? 

Mr. Yasion. That is right. 

Senator DanreL. Where do you live? 

Mr. Yasion. 5348 West Gladys. 

Senator Dantex. Are you the attorney ? 

Mr. Bropy. I am, Senator. 

Senator Danren. Will you identify yourself? 

Mr. Bropy. My name is Bernard Brody, 1 134 North La Salle Street. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Yablon, how long have you lived at the ad- 
dress you gave us? 

Mr. Yaston. Approximately 214 years. 

Senator DanteL. Do you own the Sharon Drugstore Co. at 259 Ea 
35th Street ? 

Mr. Yaston. It is a corporation. 

Senator Dantet. How much of the stock do you own? 

Mr. Yasion. 75 percent. 

Senator DanreLt. Who owns the balance of the stock ? 

Mr. Yasion. Well, I have my brother-in-law with me. 

Senator Dante,. What is his name? 

Mr. Yapston. Harry M. Schwartz. 

Senator Dante... Does he own the balance of the stock ? 

Mr. Yasuon. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Who has charge of the management of the drug- 
store ¢ 

Mr. Yaston. I do. 

Senator Dantret. Do you make the purchases of the drugs? 

Mr. Yasion. That is right. 

Senator Danre.. Are you active in the operation of the store? 

Mr. Yasion. That is right. 

Senator Danret. Are you a registered pharmacist ? 

Mr. Yasuon. Assistant registered. 

Senator Danrev."Sir? Assistant registered pharmacist ? 

Mr. Yasion. That is right. 

Senator Danret. Are you permitted to fill prescriptions? 

Mr. Yasuon. Absolutely. 

Senator Dante. Did you purchase from the New York Quinine Co. 
2 total of 2,730 ounces of quinine from February 3, 1955, to Novem- 
ber 7, 1955? 

Mr. Yaruon. I don’t recall the amount, but I did buy it. 

Senator Dante. It was a large quantity of quinine ? 

Mr. Yasion. Yes, sir, but at this time I want to say this before I 
even started to go into buying this quinine I investigated it to the point 
where I called my doctor—called AMA to verify to see if I could sell 
it in those large quantities and they said it is permissible. I wasn’t 
satisfied ; I called my wholesalers up. The wholesaler, in turn, called 
the Narcotics Division and verified that it is permissible to sell that 
amount of quantity. 


Senator Danret. Didn’t you know you were selling it to narcotic 
addicts ? 
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Mr. Yarnton. If I had any idea of selling it to nareotic addi 
ertainly wouldn't for the reason it is a very bitter herb 

Senator Danie. Now, you understand that you are under 
hefore this committee ? ¢ , 

Mr. Yasrion. That is ri 

Senator DANU L. And t am sure your attorney has explained to you 
the penalty if you should give the committee any incorrect or false 
nformation ¢ 

Mr. Yasron. I am here to try to give you information. I am not 
here to try to hid it from you. 

Senator DANIEL. I didn’t mean to infer except you were about to 
volunteer something « ‘ontrary to other ev ide nee we have. 

Now, in fact, weren't you selling this qui inine to peddlers of heroin 
so that they could mix it with the heroin / 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t know what they were. 

Senator DanreL. Who were your biggest purchasers of the quinine? 

Mr. Yasuon. I don’t know—I know their name—I don’t know if 
they were or what. I just know their name. 

Senator DanteL. Who was your biggest purchaser of quinine 

Mr. Yapsion. I know by the first name, for instance, Charles. 

Senator Dantex. Charles? 

Mr. Yasuion. I think it was Moore. 

Senator Dantet. Charles Moore? 

Mr. Yasion. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Was he colored or white? 

Mr. Yasion. Colored. 

Senator DanreLt. How much quinine do you remember selling to 
him? 
Mr. Yasion. About four to six hundred ounces over a period of 
time. 

Senator Danret. What did he tell you he was using it for? 

Mr. Yasion. He never did, he just wanted to use it, he said. 

Senator DantreL. You do know that quinine is used in the cutting 
of heroin, do you not ? 

Mr. Yasion. No, I do not. 

Senator Dante... No addict or peddler ever told you that? 

Mr. Yasion. No, sir. In fact, the only thing I would y all, I will 
not sell any kind of milk sugar or needles or syringes; I don't sell, 
and I would not certainly try to be involved in ‘anything that would 
be harmful. 

Senator Dante. You know that was a very unusual amount of 
quinine to be selling in your neighborhood, didn't you? 

Mr. YABLON. That is why I investigated and found out if it was 
permissible to sell it. 

Senator Dantet. How much did Moore buy at a time ? 

Mr. Yasion. One hundred to two hundred ounces. 

Senator Danret. One to two hundred ounces of quinine? 

Mr. Yaston. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. The average drugstore wouldn’t use that much 
quinine in filling prescriptions over the period of a year, would it! 

Mr. Yaston. No, I wouldn’t say that. 

Senator DanreL. Just how much do you think an average drug- 
store would use for prescription purposes during a year’s period ?¢ 

Mr. Yaston. If I knew—I don’t know. 
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Senator Danrex. You have been in the drug business for how long? 

Mr. Yasuon. Twelve years. 

Senator Dante. I think you have had enough experience in it. 
You have been in that neighborhood 12 years? 

Mr. Yasion. Nine years. 

Senator DanteL. How much were you selling for prescription pur- 
poses before you started getting these large quantities ? 

Mr. Yasuon. Very little; the capsules I would make up. 

Senator Dante. You wouldn’t sell over 16 ounces a year in pre- 
scriptions ? 

Mr. Yaston. That is true. 

Senator Dantev. To one man you sold how many pounds? 

Mr. Yasion. One hundred ounces to two hundred. 

Senator DanteL. How big a package would that be? 

Mr. Yasion. Approximately 14 inches long. 

Senator Danrex. And how high? 

Mr. Yaston. That is how high, 14 inches, by about 10 inches in 
diameter. 

Senator DanteL. You say none of these people who bought quinine 
from you ever told you why they were using it to mix with heroin? 

Mr. Yaston, No, sir. 

Senator Danie. Did you ever tell anybody that? 

Mr. Yasion. Did I tell what? 

Senator Danre.. That the people mix this quinine—did you ever 
tell anybody this: 

I sell it to hop-heads; the local narcotic peddlers are buying the quinine to 
dilute heroin? 

Mr. Yasuon. No. 

Senator Daniet. Do you remember whether a representative of 
the company came to talk to you? 

Mr. Yasuon. I think I recall that. 

Senator Danret. What was his name? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall his name. 

Senator Danie. Do you know Mr. Ted Dell? 

Mr. Yasuon. Yes; that is the name. 

Senator Dante. He is with the New York Quinine Co., isn’t he? 

Mr. Yasion. That is right. Now I recall that. 

Senator Danret. On March 7, 1955, didn’t Mr. Ted Dell, a salesman 
for the New York Quinine Co., call at your drugstore and ask you 
what end product you were desiring to make from the quinine? 

Mr. Yasion. No; he definitely told me that I could buy as much 
as I wanted; there was no limit on it. 

Senator Dantev. Did he ask you what end product you were making 
or intending to make from the quinine? 

Mr. Yasion. No. 

Senator Danrev. And after he asked you that, did you or did you 
not tell Mr. Ted Dell “I sell it to the hop-heads ?” 

Mr. Yasuion. No, sir. 


Senator Danie... Did you or did you not explain to him, and I 
quote : 


Local narcotic peddlers are buying the quinine to dilute heroin? 


Mr. Yasion. No; I have nothing to do with heroin. I never saw 
heroin. 
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Senator Danrex. I asked you, did you tell Mr. Ted Dell that! 

Mr. Yasion. No, sir. 

Senator Danre.. Did you ask Mr. Ted Dell to get three to five 
hundred ounces of quinine and keep it in stock for you? 

Mr. Yasuon. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. Did you continue to buy the quinine after he 
came and talked to you ¢ 

Mr. Yasion. Yes. 

Senator Dante. In what quantities? 

Mr. Yasion. Well, the minimum shipment is $50. 
to about 100 ounces. 

Senator DanreL. Did you buy it in the name of your own drug- 
store? 

Mr. Yasion. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. Did you ever buy any in the name of anyone else 
or any other drugstore ? 

Mr. Yasuon. I don’t recall. 

Senator Danie... Do you know whether you did or not? Did you 
ever buy any quinine or did you ever buy any drugs in the name of 
another drugstore ¢ 

Mr. YaBion. Sometimes I do. 

Senator Danie.. What other name did you use. 

Mr. Yasuion. Well, if I had to go and pick up on the West Side 
I would use my brother-in-law’s store. 

Senator DanteL. What was his store? 

Mr. Yasion. Fifth Avenue Pharmacy. 
Senator Dante. Is that Mr. Schwartz? 

Mr. Yasion. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Did you buy some quinine in the name of the 
Fifth Avenue Pharmacy ? 

Mr. Yaston. No; not that I recall. 

Senator Danrex. All right, under whose name did you buy other 
quinine ¢ 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that. 

Senator Dantev. Did you tell Mr. Dell that the last shipment of 100 
ounces of quinine had lasted less than one-half hour ? 

Mr. Yaston. No. One-half hour? 

Senator Danrev. One-half hour? 

Mr. Yasion. No. 

Senator Dantet. Did you buy any in the name of Garvey Drug? 

Mr. Yasion. No; I don’t recall. 

Senator Daniev. Now, what is your answer—no? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall. 

Senator Danret. No? Or you don’t recall? Do you know the 
Garvey Drug Co.? 

Mr. Yaston. I worked in that store about 18 years ago. He is my 
competitor. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever buy any quinine in recent years 
under the name of Garvey Drug Store? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall. 

Senator Daniex. Did you send your messenger out to Garvey Drug 
Store for quinine? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that either. 


It wiuounted up 
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Senator Dante.. Did you send your messenger to the New York 
Quinine Co. to pick up quirine? 

Mr. Yasion. Yes. 

Senator Danret. What is his name? 

Mr. Yaston. Whoever came into the store did me a favor, went 
out and got it for me. 

Senator Dante. Didn’t you have one man that would go? 

Mr. Yarnton. No, not one man. 

Senator Dante.. Do you know J. P. Espy? 

Mr. Yapion. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever send him to get quinine from the 
New York Quinine Co.? 

Mr. Yasuon. Sure. 

Senator Danre,. How many times? 

Mr. Yasion. As many times as I needed it. 

Senator DanreL. How often did you buy a hundred ounces of 
quinine? 

Mr. Yarton. Whenever I had a call; when I had a call. 

Senator DanreLt. How much did you pay for it? 

Mr. Yasron. About—approximately 50 cents. 

Senator Dantet. Per ounce ? 

Mr. Yasion. That is right. 

Senator Dante. It cost you, then, $50 for a hundred ounces? 

Mr. Yaston. How much? 

Senator Danret. Fifty dollars for a hundred ounces? 

Mr. Yaston. A little over that because you have to pay sales tax. 

Senator Daniex. Well, how much would it be with sales tax? 

Mr. Yaston. It would run about fifty-five. 

Senator Danret. How much did you sell it for? 

Mr. Yasion. $75. 

Senator Dante... Between $75 and $80? 

Mr. Yaston. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Did you ever get more for the quinine than $80 
for a hundred ounces ? 

Mr. Yaston. It depends. If you get it from the wholesaler it runs 
you 90 or 93 cents an ounce. 

Senator Daniet. I say, did you ever sell it for more? 

Mr. Yaston. Sure, I got as high as $100 for a hundred ounces. 

Senator Dante. Did you ever get any more money than that—than 
a hundred dollars for a hundred ounces? 

Mr. Yasion. No. . 

Senator Danie. Did you ever sell blank capsules in large quanti- 
ties ? 

Mr. Yasuon. No. 

Senator Dante. Did you ever purchase them in large quantities? 

Mr. Yasuon. No. 

Senator Dantet. How many people were you selling as much as a 
hundred ounces of quinine to this year? 

Mr. Yasuon. I would say about 4 or 5. 

Senator Danret. Four or five? 

Mr. Yaston. Yes. 

Senator Dante... Charles Moore was one of them? 

Mr. Yasuon. Yes. 

Senator Daniet. All right. Name the rest of them. 
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Mr. Yaston. A fellow by the name of Jones. 

Senator Dantet. What Jones? 

Mr. Yasion. I don’t know his first name. 

Senator Dante... Colored or white ¢ 

Mr. Yasion. Colored. 

Senator Dante... What was his nickname ? 

Mr. Yasion. That is all I knew him by—was Jones. 

Senator DanteL. How many times did you sell him 100 ounces? 

Mr. Yasron. Oh, about 10 or 12 times. 

Senator Dante. Ten to twelve times this year? 

Mr. Yasuon. No, in the period of a year. 

Senator Dante. How many times did you sell as much as 100 ounces 
to Charles Moore ¢ 

Mr. Yasuon. Four or five times. 

Senator Dante. This year ¢ 

Mr. Yasion. This year. 

Senator Dantev. All right. Name the others. 

Mr. Yasion. Well, I have a fellow by the name of Ben. 

Senator Dantet. Whom ? 

Mr. Yasron. Ben. 

Senator Dante.. Ben who? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t know his last name. 

Senator Danre.. Can you think of his last name? 

Mr. Yarton. No, I never did inquire as to his last name. I just 
knew him as Ben. 

Senator Dante. Was he white or colored ? 

Mr. Yaston. Colored. 

Senator Dante. Do you have his name on your records anywhere ? 

Mr. Yarton. No, but I can reach him any time I want. 

Senator DanteL. Can you reach all of these people any time you 
want to? 

Mr. Yasuon. No. 

Senator Dante. You can reach Ben, though ? 

Mr. Yapston. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. You don’t know what name, though? 

Mr. Yaston, No. 

Senator Dantev. All right, name the others. 

Mr. Yanton. A fellow by the name of George. 

Senator Dante. George who? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t know these customers. I don’t take into con- 
sideration their last name. 

Senator Dante. You mean you don’t do any charge business with 
these men ? 

Mr. Yaston. No charge business. 

Senator Danre.. They always pay you cash? 

Mr. Yasron. As far as any customer is concerned—— 

Senator Dante. It is all cash? 

Mr. Yaruon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. How many times have you sold George as much as 
100 ounces in the last year? 

Mr. Yarron. A few times; I don’t recall how many. 

Senator Dantrr. Several times? 

Mr. Yaston. That is right. 
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Senator Danie, All right. Who else have you sold as much as 100 
ounces to? 


Mr. Yasuon. A fellow by the name of Pitman. 

Senator Danie.. P-i-t-m-a-n? 

Mr. Yasuon. I think that is the way you spell it. 

Senator Dantet. What is his first name? 

Mr. YAsion. I don’t know. 

Senator Danre,. How many times did you sell him that much 
quinine this year? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that. 

Senator Danteu. All right, name some more. 

Mr. Yasion. A fellow by the name of Jim. 

Senator Dante. Jim who? 

Mr. Yaron. I think his last name is Thorpe. 

Senator Dantet. Jim Thorpe. Were all of these men colored men ? 

Mr. Yaston. Yes, sir. 


Senator Dantex. Did you ever sell any quinine to any white men? 

Mr. Yasion. No, sir. 

Senator Danrev. How many times did you sell it to Jim Thorpe? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall. As time went on, as he wanted it, I 
got it for him. 

Senator Dantex. All right, go on. Name some more. Did you 


ever ask any of these people what they wanted this quinine for ? 
Mr. YAston. No, sir. 


Senator Dantev. You never asked one? 

Mr. Yaston. I feel if a man wants an item, as long as I investigate 
and find out it is permissible to sell it, it is none of my business what 
they want to use it for. 

Senator Danie. Why did you ask the Bureau of Narcotics if it 
was permissible to sell it? Why did you ask them about it? 

Mr. Yaston. I wanted to know if it—I called the AMA, too. 

Senator Dante. Did you have a feeling maybe it was being used 
for illegal purposes? 

Mr. Yaston. No, I just wanted to play on the safe side. I am not 
looking for trouble, and I want to make sure it is right. 

Senator Danret. However, before talking with the Bureau of Nar- 
cotics did you ever have the thought that maybe this was being used 
to mix with heroin ? 

Mr. Yaston. I had as many as 5 narcotic men in back of my store 
in 1 week to catch a man, an addict, and I asked them and they said, 
“No, you could sell it.” 

Senator Dante. I didn’t ask you that. I asked you whether or 
not you ever had any idea that quinine was being used to mix with 
heroin ? 

Mr. Yaston. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. You never did? 

Mr. Yaston. No, sir. 

Senator Dantex. No one ever told you that? 

Mr. Yaston. No. 

Senator Dante. In your whole life? 

Mr. Yaston. That is the furthest thing from my mind that it would 
be used as a mix. 

Senator Danret. Wasn’t it strange to you that these many individ- 
uals would be coming in buying more quinine than you in your own 
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drugstore had put in prescriptions previously over a whole year’s 
period! Wasn't it a strange thing to you? : 

Mr. Yasion. Not necessarily; for the reason that if a man comes 
in for 5 gross of prophylactics do you mean you would ask him what 
he was running? 

Senator Danreu. I think you would know. 

Mr. Yasion. Not necessarily. He could be peddling them on the 
street. 

Senator DanteL. Quinine is something you mix with—— 

Mr. YABLON. Quinine is very bitter. For a week straight the taste 
was still in my mouth. 

Senator Dantet. As a pharmacist and drugstore operator, what are 
the uses of quinine ¢ 

Mr. Yasion. You use it for malaria, colds, and hair tonic. 

Senator DanreL. Small amounts, though, don’t you? 

Mr. Yasuon. Actually, it is a decomposition of barium chloride 

‘ith chlorium sulfate. 

Senator Daniex. You use small amounts ? 

Mr. Yaston. Not necessarily; it is from 2 to 10 grains. 

Senator Dante. Were any of these men pharmacists that bought 
from 

Mr. Yaston. I never asked them. 

Senator Danrev. You had no idea what they wanted it for? 

Mr. Yasion. No. 

Senator Dantex. You didn’t tell Ted Dell or any other person: 
“T sell it to hop heads” ? 

Mr. Yasion. No, sir; I have nothing to do with hop heads. You 


don’t know who isa 4 head and who isn’t. 


Senator Dante. Di 

Mr. Yaston. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Did you call the New York Quinine Co. on March 
6, 1955, regarding the possibility of obtaining light, fluffy quinine? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that. I don’t recall that. 

Senator Dante. Do you recall ever asking them to send you light, 
fluffy quinine ? 

Mr. Yapuon. I don’t recall. 

Senator Dante... Will you say that you didn’t do it? 

Mr. Yasion. No, I won’t say that. I won't say either way. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Speer, do you have any questions ? 

Mr. Speer. Do you have any training as a pharmacist ? 

Mr. Yaston. Training? 

Mr. Speer. Training, yes. 

Mr. Yaston. Sure. 

Mr. Speer. Where ? 

Mr. Yaston. Well, I worked at the age of 12 at 14th and Kedzie. 
I went from there to 13th and Kedzie. 

Mr. Srerr. That was as a delivery boy at the age of 12? 

Mr. Yaston. No. 

Mr. Speer. In a pharmacy filling prescriptions ? 

Mr. Yasion. No. 

Mr. Sperr. I am talking about filling prescriptions. 

Mr. Yasuon. My brother had a store at Armitage and Lawndale. 

Mr. Speer. Did you have any formal education in pharmacy ? 

Mr. Yaston. Yes, 1 year. 


you tell him you sold it to peddlers of heroin ? 
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Senator Danrei. How many grains in a pound, approximately ? 

Mr. Yasion. 480. 

Mr. Speer. In a pound? 

Mr. Yasion. That is in an ounce. 

Mr. Sreer. In a pound? 

Mr. Yasiton. How many grains in an ounce? 

Mr. Speer. In a pound? 

Mr. Yasion. Oh, 16 times 480. 

Senator Dante.. Counsel, any time your client asks you for advice 
you may do so. Don’t volunteer. 

Mr. Bropy. I am not volunteering information. There are times 
when he doesn’t understand the question. He really ought to ask you 
to repeat the question. He didn’t understand the question relative to 
training. I am sure if Mr. Speer said formal training, I think he 
would have understood it. 

Senator Danie... I think the two can get along all right. Mr. Speer 
was an old-time druggist before he came with the Bureau of Nar. 
cotics and I think they will understand each other all right. The 
only thing I was admonishing you about was the answer you volun- 
teered to him there—16 times that amount. 

Mr. Bropy. That is in an avoirdupois pound, Senator. 

Senator Dante.. As I say, I know there was nothing intentional 
but you are not to volunteer answers. 

Mr. Speer. The reason I asked, as you know, there are approxi- 
mately 7,000 grains ina pound. You were talking a few moments ago 
about people using 2 to 10 grains of quinine. 

Mr. Yaston. That is the dosage. 

Mr. Serer. The 170 pounds you ordered would be over a million 
grains. You don’t talk about a million grains in terms of 2 to 10 
grains? 

Mr. Yaston. No. 

Mr. Speer. As a matter of fact, when you called the Bureau of 
Narcotics you knew this was being used or was probably being used 
in violation of the law, otherwise you wouldn’t have called the Bureau 
of Narcotics? 

Mr. Yarnton. I didn’t call; my wholesaler called. 

Mr. Srrer. You said you called the Bureau of Narcotics. 

Mr. Yaron. My wholesaler. 

Mr. Serer. Who was that? 

Mr. Yasuon. Sarg Drug. You can verify it and call Eli Helfer. 


Mr. Speer. Did he tell you the Bureau of Narcotics was interested 
in your transaction ? 


Mr. Yarion. Was what? 

Mr. Sperr. Was interested in whatever you were doing ? 

Mr. Yasion. No. 

Mr. Speer. The man you talked to? 

Mr. Yarnton. No; he called and called me back and said he knows 
the man who he talked to even. 

Mr. Sprrr. Who was the man you talked to at this wholesale drug 
company 4 

Mr. Yaron. Eli. I told you, Eli Helfer. 

Mr. Speer. Do you know a Myron Goldsmith ¢ 

Mr. Yaston. Myron 

Mr. Speer. Goldsmith. 
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Mr. Yaruon. Is he connected with a drug wholesaler’ 

Mr. Speer. I am just asking you do you know him! 

Mr. Yasion. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sperr. With whom is he connected ¢ 

Mr. Yarvon. I think with Lag Drug. 

Senator Dante. Did be tell you the Federal Bureau of Narcotics 
was interested in whatever you were doing and you had better change 
whatever you were doing! 

Mr. Yasuon. No: 1 don’t recall that. 

Mr. Speer. Did he tell you that? 

Mr. Yasion. No; I don’t recall that. 

Mr. Speer. You would know if he told you that ¢ 

Mr. Yasion. I don’t recall him telling me. 

Mr. Speer. You say he didn’t tell you that! 

Mr. Yasron. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sverr. That would be a rather serious thing / 

Mr. Yasuon. For the reason Myron and I are on the outs. 

Mr. Speer. You are on the outs? 

Mr. Yasuon. I am on the outs with Myron. 

Mr. Speer. When did you start buying your quinine through other 
drug stores? 

Mr. Yaston. Through other drug stores? 

Mr. Speer. Yes, in the name of other dr ug stores? 

Mr. Yasion. I never bought quinine through other drug stores. 

Mr. Srerr. Did you ever order quinine in the name of Garvey Drug 
and have it delivered to your drug store? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Speer. Well, did you? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that. 

Mr. Speer. Well, you would know if you ordered almost 20 pounds 
of quinine for Garvey Drug and had it delivered to your store, would 
you not? 

Mr. Yanton. No, I don’t recall that. 

Mr. Speer. Did you ever order quinine in the name of Hy-Test 
Pharmacy and have it delivered to your drug store? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Srerr. Will you say you didn’t ? 

Mr. Yaxton. No, I said I don’t recall. 

Mr. Speeer. Did you ever order any in the name of Drexel Drug and 
have it deliv a to your drug store ’ 2 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that either. 

Senator Dantet. How did you deliver this quinine to these various 
people, Jones, George, Jim and Charles? 

Mr. YaBLon. They would pick it up. 

Senator Dantet. They would come to your store and pick it up? 

Mr. Yasion. They would pick it up. 

Senator Dante. Did they pay you in cash? 

Mr. Yarnton. I wouldn’t give it to them without it. 

Senator Dantev. Would they pick it up the same day it was brought 
to your drug store? 

Mr. Yaston. Not necessarily; 3 or 4 or 5 days; maybe a week. 

Senator Dantet. How did you know how niuch they wanted ? 

Mr. Yasion. They would pay me before they got it. 


71515—56—pt. 9—14 
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Senator Danwen. What kind of conversation did you have with 
Charles Moore before he ordered the quinine ? 

Mr. Yaston. No conversation. He just asked if he—if I could get 
it and I told him I would find out if I could and that is all. 

Mr. Speer. Did you ask him what he wanted it for ! 

Mr. Yasuon. No. 

Mr. Sveer. In your drug store how many sales of a hundred dollars 
do you make? 

Mr. Yasuon. Twice a year. 

Mr. Speer. | beg your pardon? 

Mr. Yasion. About twice a year. 

Mr. Speer. About twice a year you have a sale amounting to a hun- 
dred dollars ¢ 

Mr. Yaston. Around that. 

Mr. Sreer. So this quinine was about the biggest business you had, 
wasn't it ¢ 

Mr. Yasion. Well, maybe; maybe not. It depends on the business 
as it goes along. 

Mr. Sreer. During 1955 you had 12 purchases that would amount 
to well over a hundred dollars. If you sold them, as you say, in the 
quantities that you bought it, for instance, 300 ounce lots of quinine 
you would sell it for $300, is that right 

Mr. Yasiton. Approximately; sometimes less. 

Mr. Seerer. And 200 ounces for $200? 

Mr. Yaston. Around that. 

Mr. Speer. Was there any other item or group of items in your 
drugstore that you sold in that quantity ¢ 

Mr. Yasiton. What do you mean, pounds? 

Mr. Speer. Or tablets, anything—a two- or three-hundred-dollar 
sale, | mean. 

Mr. Yasuon. Well, to give you an idea, I sell, for instance—not 
that much. 

Mr. Speer. Not that much? 

Mr. Yasuon. No. 

Mr. Srrer. So quinine was your principal business in the large de- 
nomination sales, 1s that right ? 

Mr. Yasuon. At the time. 

Mr. Sreer. Do you recall any reason why you would have changed 
from having the quinine delivered to your store in your own name 
and having it delivered to the name of some other store? 

Mr. Yarnton. Will you repeat that ? 

Mr. Speer. Do you recall any reason why you would have changed 
from having the quinine delivered to your store in your own name and 
having it delivered in the name of some other store ? 

Mr. Yasuon. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Speer. Do you recall having done that ? 

Mr. Yasion. No, I don’t recall. 

Mr. Speer. Would you say definitely that you didn’t do that? 

Mr. Yasion. No, I don’t recall that. 

Senator Danie. All right, where did you get the rest of the qui- 
nine you sold during this past year? The figures you have already 
given us show more than you bought from the New York Quinine Co. 
Who else did you buy quinine from? 
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Mr. Yasion. Through legitimate source of Humiston-Keeling. 

Senator Dantev. Do they have a company here? 

Mr. Yasion. 3900 South Michigan Avenue. 

Senator Danret. About how much quinine did you buy from them 
during the last year? 

Mr. Yasion. As I needed it; I don’t recall how much. 


Senator Danrev. More than you bought from the New York Qui- 
nine Co.? 


Mr. Yasuon. No. 

Senator Dantev. All right, what other company did you buy quinine 
from during the last year? 

Mr. Yaston. Reliable. 

Senator Dante. Give the full name. 

Mr. Yasuon. Reliable Drug Co. 

Senator Danret. Here in Chicago? 

Mr. YApston. Yes. 

Senator DanieL. How much did you buy from them ? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall, but not too much. 

Senator Dante... All right, give us the names of any other place? 

Mr. Yasion. That is all Ican remember. I don’t recall any others. 

Senator Dante. You don’t remember buying quinine from any 
other company anywhere ? 

Mr. Yaston. No; I don’t. 

Senator DanteL. Sales of quinine then was your biggest business 
during the past year, is that right? 

Mr. Yasion. Not necessarily. 

Senator Danre.. Well, didn’t you just tell Mr. Speer you didn't 
sell anything else in anywhere near that quantity or that cash value? 

Mr. Yasion. In 1 day, no. 

Senator Dantet. That is what I mean. How about in 1 year? 

Mr. Yasuon. In a period of time it overtakes what I sold in quinine. 

Senator Danie. bid you bring copies of your income tax returns 
with you? 

Mr. Yasron. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Do you have them available now ? 

Mr. Yaston. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Give us a copy of your income tax return for 1954, 
please. 

While they are looking for that will Mr. Ted Dell and Mr. Ralph 
A. Olson please come forward. Just come over here a minute and have 
a seat. 

Mr. Bropy. Here is a copy of the 1954 return. 

Senator Dantet. And may we have a copy of the 1953 return? 

Mr. Bropy. Here it is. 

Senator DanreL. Now, do you have any kind of financial records, 
books, or anything, that would show your total purchase of quinine 
during the past 2 years? 

Mr. Yaston. No, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Do you have anything that would show your total 
sales of quinine? 

Mr. Yaston. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. What other business have you been in during 
1953 and 1954, besides the drug business ? 
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Mr. Yaxsron. No other business. 

Senator Danteu. No other business? 

Mr. Yasion. No, sir. 

Senator Danrex. All right, you may stand aside temporarily. 

Now, gentlemen, if you will both raise your right hands and be 
sworn together, please. 

Do you and eac ‘h of you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give to this su! committee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ¢ 

Mr. Dewy. I do. 

Mr. Orson. I do. 

Senator Danrev. Now, Mr. Dell, will you take the witness chair, 
and Mr. Olson, you may sit beside him. 


TESTIMONY OF D. T. DELL AND RALPH A. OLSON 


Senator Dantet. Will you state your name? 

Mr. Dett. D. T. Dell. 

Senator Daniet. Are you also known as Ted Dell? 

Mr. Dewi. That is right. 

Senator Danrev. Are you a salesman for the New York Quinine 
Co. ? 

Mr. Deu. That is right. 

Senator Danrev. And did you notice large sales of quinine being 
made to the Sharon Drug Co. ? 

Mr. Deut. I did. 

Senator Danret. I will ask you if you decided to check on the 
matter to see what the quinine was being used for ? 

Mr. Deu. I was asked to do so. 

Senator DanteL. Who asked you to do it? 

Mr. Deti. Mr. Olson, my immediate superior. 

Senator Dantet. The gentleman sitting there with you? 

Mr. Dewi. Yes; that is right. 

Senator — And did you go out and talk to Mr. Yablon? 

Mr. Detw. I did. 

Senator DanteL. On or about March 17 of this year? 

Mr. Dett. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Did you ask Mr. Yablon what was the end product 
he desired to = ake from the quinine? 

Mr. Det. I did. 

Senator Daniev. And what did Mr. Yablon say to you 

Mr. Detx. He told me he was selling it in the immediate neighbor- 
hood and made a reference to the “hopheads” and referred to the repu- 
tation of that immediate area for narcotics users. 

Senator DanteL. What did he say about the reputation of the im- 
mediate area for narcotics users ? 

Mr. De.t. Well, that it was more or less concentrated in that area. 

Senator Dantet. Did he say what kind of narcotics? 

Mr. Detx. Not specifically, no. 

Senator Dantet. Did he say anything about what the quinine was 
used for by peddlers? 
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Mr. Deti. He made rather vague references, I could not swear as to 
his exact statement, but I gathered—this is an assumption—that it 
was being used either to dilute or substitute it for narcotics. 

Senator Danrev. For what kind of narcotics ¢ 

Mr. De.x. Heroin, probably. 

Senator Dantet. Can you remember exactly what he said about it! 

You do know that he mentioned something about the fact that he 
was selling it in the immediate neighborhood, do you remember that! 

Mr. Deu. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And did he say anything about, to this effect, or 
in these words, “I sell it to the hopheads” ? 

Mr. Detx. Those were approximately his words, as I recall. 

Senator Dante... And did he say that narcotics peddlers were buy- 
ing the quinine to dilute heroin ¢ 

Mr. Dett. I believe he did make a statement somewhat along those 
lines. As to the exact wording, I could not say. 

Senator Dantet. Did he ask you to get 3 to 5 hundred ounces of 
quinine and keep it in stock for him? 

Mr. Dett. Yes; he did. 

Senator Daniex. Did he tell you that the last shipment of 100 
ounces of quinine “has lasted less than one-half hour?” 

Mr. Deu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. Do you have quinine sales anywhere near approxi- 
mating this to any other drug store in town? 

Mr. Dex. Not to drug stores that I know of, no. 

Senator Dantet. Well, do you have any hospitals that purchase 
quinine in the quantities that this man was purchasing it during this 
year ? 

Mr. Detu. No, sir. 

Senator Dantex. All right. 

Now, will you give your full name and title? 

Mr. Orson. Ralph A. Olson, S. B. Penick & Co. I am vice presi- 
dent. They are the parent company of New York Quinine. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Olson, was it you who asked Mr. Dell to go 
and see what this quinine was being used for ¢ 

Mr. Oxson. That is correct. 

Senator Danrex. This is the Sharon Drug Co. at 259 East 35th 
Street, Chicago? 

Mr. Otson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Who used to come to pick up this quinine for the 
Sharon Drug Co.? 

Mr. Otson. Well, I believe they have had more than one, but I 
think on more occasions there was just one gentleman would come in. 

Senator Danret. Would you give his name, or describe him ? 

Mr. Otson. I don’t know his name. He was a short, colored man, 
bald. 

Senator Dante. Mr. Espy. Is Mr. Espy here? 

Mr. Esry. This is Espy. 

Senator Dantet. Walk up here so we can see you. 

Is this the man who would come and get the quinine [indicating] ? 

Mr. Otson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. You can sit by the wall. 

Did he come on more than one occasion # 
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Mr. Orson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniex. Did you ever sell the Sharon Drug Co., or did 
this man ever come and pick up quinine in the name of some other 
drug company ¢ 

Mr. Ouson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. What company ¢ 

Mr. Orson. Well, I am not sure, but it could have been Hy-Test, or 
it could have been Garvey. 

Senator DanreL. But you do know that he came to pick up quinine 
under the names of other drugstores? 

Mr. Otson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. With orders signed by those drugstores ! 

Mr. Otson. We don’t get an order with a signature on a phone 
order. 

Senator Danrex. It was a phone order ¢ 

Mr. Otson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Do you have any records there from which to re- 
fresh your memory on this matter? 

Mr. Oxson. Well, I have a prescription label from the Sharon Drug 
Co., with their name, which is common in the retail field. It was 
picked up and billed under the Sharon Drug Co. 

Senator Daniset. What date was that? 

Mr. Oxson. That was on March 15, 1955. 

Senator Dante.. March 15, 1955 ¢ 

Mr. Otson. Right. 

Senator Danie. All right, and then on March 16 do you have an- 
other order ? 

Mr. Otson. Well, I have got the next one here, I have got Garvey 
Drug, and I would like to take a look at this initial here. I haven't 
got a signature on these. 

Senator Daniet. All right. How many do you have under the name 
of Garvey Drugs? 

Mr. Orson. Well, let’s take them in order, so I don’t have to run 
back and forth. 

Senator Danie... All right. 

Mr. Otson. For the Sharon Drug, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. 

Senator Daniev. Give us the quantities, as you go along. 

Mr. Otson. Sharon Drug, 30 ounces total. The date is February 
3, 1955. 

Sharon Drug, February 8, 100 ounces. 

March 15, Sharon Drug, 100 ounces. 

Sharon Drug on March 28, 100 ounces. 

Sharon Drug on March 30, 100 ounces. 

C. Garvey Drugs on April 4, 300 ounces. 

V. Garvey Drug Store, 200 ounces on April 11. 

Garvey Drug Store, 400 ounces on April 25, 

Hy-Test Drug on May 17, 500 ounces. 

On September 30, Hy-Test Drug, 400 ounces. 

On November 3, 200 ounces. That was for Hy-Test. 

And on November 7, 200 ounces. 


Senator Dante. Is this your last record of sales of any that was 
picked up by Espy ? 
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Mr. Otson. Now, as I said to you, I cannot identify is 
ones came in. I know Mr. Espy did come in and pick up this quinine 
on many occasions, and I believe it would be under both names 

Senator Daniev. Yes. All right, sir. And when Mr. Dell came 
back and reported to you his conversation with Mr. Yablon was it 
substantially what he has testified here today ‘ 

Mr. Orson. That Mr. Dell gave? 

Senator Danre.. Yes. 

Mr. Oxson. Yes, in a report to me. 

Senator Dante... Do you have a written report from Mr. Dell ¢ 

Mr. Orson. Yes, I have. 

Senator Danrev. Will you read that report to us? 

Mr. Otson (reading) : 


Called on this account as per order regarding quinine hydrochloride. Mr. 
Friedman was frank to admit he sells it to hopheads in neighborhood. He 
bought as much as long as he could from various wholesale drug houses in the 
city. Eventually they refused to sell him, with the result he came to us. He was 
aware he was being investigated. Myron Goldsmith of Lag Drug had warned 
him of this and advised him to stop sale of quinine to these people. 

He asked if we would supply a light, fluffy grade which at one time Merck 
made, and asked that we bring in three to five hundred ounces so he could buy 
as needed. 

He also asked if we would bill through someone else, or make all sales strictly 
eash, with no record of the sale. I advised him we could not. Friedman asked 
if in my opinion he should or should not sell quinine to them and I said I had 
no opinion to offer. Spent from 10 a. m. to nearly 11. It is a one-man type 
operation, very low class, seemed to do no prescription or regular drug business. 

I phoned this information to Ted Collins of the Narcotics Bureau and met 
with him the following day to discuss the matter. He now has all the above 
information and asks we accept any future orders and notify Mr. Spillman of 


the Bureau, and they would stake out the store and try to identify the persons 
buying quinine from Friedman. 


Senator Daniev. What is the date of that? 

Mr. Otson. March 16. 

Senator Danret. And Mr. Dell was the man who gave you this 
information ? 

Mr. Otson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante... It was Mr. Yablon rather than Mr. Friedman whom 
you talked with, was it not ¢ 

Mr. Deut. Yes, it was. I was under the impression that it was Fried- 
man I was talking with. 

Mr. Oxson. Yes, that was not the man. 

Senator Dantex. It was Mr. Yablon told you that? 

Mr. Deu, Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. All right. That is all. Counsel, do you have any 
questions ? 

Mr. Gasquet. Would you give us the address of the New York 
Quinine Co.? 

Mr. Otson. 729 West Division Street, Chicago. 

Senator Dante.. All right, thank you very much, gentlemen. 

Mr. Espy, will you come forward, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give to this 
subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 


the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God 4 
Mr. Espy. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF MR. ESPY 


Senator Danrev. Did you serve as a messenger and pick up quinine 
from the New York Quinine Co. 

Mr. Esry. Yes, not as a messenger, but as a friend. 

Senator Dantev. Are you a good friend of Mr. Yablon? 

Mr. Espy. Yes. I go in the drugstore, and I buy my medicines 
from him, and he asked me to pick up a bundle for him. I would do 
that for anyone. 

Senator Dante. Did you make these pickups that have been testi- 
fied about here ? 

Mr. Esry. No, I should say not. 

Senator Danrev. Did you ever make a pickup that was in the name 
of someone other than Sharon Drug Co. ? 

Mr. Espy. I don’t go by the name, nobody gives me any name, all 
they ask me to do is to pick up a package. I never look at the slip. 

Senator DanreL. Do you ever make any deliveries of quinine to 
anyone other than Mr. Yablon? 

Mr. Espy. No. 

Senator Danre,. On April 4, 1955, did you pick up 300 ounces of 
quinine? 

Mr. Esry. The dates I wouldn’t know. 

Senator DanreL. Suppose you wait until I finish my question. 

Mr. Espy. O. K.; all right. 

Senator Danze... April 4, 1955, did you pick up 300 ounces of 
quinine hydrochloride ordered in the name of C. Garvey Drugs, or 
did you on any date this year pick up 300 ounces ordered in the name 
of C. Garvey Drugs, and deliver it to Mr. Yablon at Sharon Drug Co.? 

Mr. Esry. As I said, I don’t know the names, all I know is I went 
there and picked the package up. The girls knew me coming after 
one package. 

Senator Dantex. You don’t know what name they ordered it under? 

Mr. Espy. No. 

Senator Danrev. But you never delivered it to anyone else but 
Mr. Yablon? 

Mr. Espry. I should say not. 

Senator Danret. What kind of a car do you drive? 

Mr. Espy. I am driving a Mercury now. 

Senator Dante. What kind of a car did you drive then ? 

Mr. Espy. A Ford. 

Senator Dantet. A 1949 Ford? 

Mr. Espy. A 1949 Ford. 

Senator DanteL. What model is this Mercury ? 

Mr. Esry. This is a custom. 

Senator Danret. What? 

Mr. Espy. It is a 1956 Mercury. 

Senator Danret. What business are you in? 

Mr. Espy. I am the messenger for the municipal court. 

Senator Danteu. For the municipal court? 

Mr. Espy. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Allright. You may stand aside. 

Now, Mr. Yablon, if you will return to the stand for just a moment. 
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FURTHER TESTIMONY OF ROBERT YABLON 
(Previously sworn) 


Senator Dantet. Mr. Yablon, did you ask Mr. Dell if you could 
buy quinine in the name of someone “else, or some other drug com- 
pany, some other person ¢ 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall. That is this other guy back 

Senator Danret. Did you ask him if he could sell it for cash so no 
record would be kept of it ? 

Mr. Yasron. I don’t recall that. 

Senator Daniet. You would not deny having done that, though? 

Mr. Yasuon. I don’t recall it. 

Senator DanteL. Do you know as the records show here that C. 
Garvey Drug—well, I will tell you the whole record. April 4, 1955, 
300 ounces of quinine hydrochloride were picked up after being or- 
dered in the name of C. Garvey Drugs, and they were delivered to 
your drugstore, according to the agent of the Federal Government 
who watched Espy deliver it to you. 

Now, with that information before you, and without it all being 
brought out here under oath, I just want to ask you, does that recall 
to your mind that you did order quinine under the name of C. Garvey 
Drugs? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that. 

Senator Dante. All right. Another case in which an order was 
placed on the telephone in the name of another person, and in which 
the quinine was delivered to you was on April 11, ordered again in 
the name of Garvey Drug Store, and picked up by J. T. Espy. Do 
you remember getting one then? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that, either. 

Senator Dantev. All right. May 17, ordered in the name of Hy- 
Test Drug, but delivered to you, do you remember that ? 

Mr. Yaston. No. 

Senator Danret. Do you ever remember using on the telephone the 
name of Hy-Test Drug Co. ? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall. 

Senator DanteL. Do you ever remember ordering any quinine under 
some other name, other than your own? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall that. 

Senator Dantext. You will not swear that you did not do it? 

Mr. Yaston. I don’t recall. 

Senator Danrex. I say, you will not swear that you did not do it, 
will you? 

Mr. Yasiton. What do you mean, “I won't swear’? 

Senator Danret. You won't say positively you did not do that? 

Mr. Yaston. I just don’t recall it. 

Senator Dante... That is what I am getting at. You don’t posi- 
tively know, or won’t positively say you did not call up and order this 
quinine under the name of Hy-Test Pharmacy or Garvey Drugs? 

Mr. Yasuon. I don’t recall. 

Senator Dantev. What is your phone number? 

Mr. Yaston. Danube 6-93 

Senator Dantex. That is your drugstore phone number / 

Mr. Yasion. Yes. 
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Senator Dantex. The drugstore phone number ? 

Mr. Yasuion. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. Give it again. 

Mr. Yasion. 9399. 

Senator Danrev. What was it in April of this year? Did you ever 
have a phone number of Victory 2—9750% 

Mr. Yaston. No, I had Victory 20880. 

Senator Danret, Did you ever have Victory 2-9750? 

Mr. YAsion. No, the only 2 I had was 2880 and Danube 6-9399. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have any questions, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Gasqur. Yes, sir. You chnthed the sale of this quinine 
thoroughly before you made any of them ? 

Mr. YaBLon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. And you say your wholesaler also checked these with 
the Bureau of Narcotics? 

Mr. Yasuon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. That is very interesting to us that he would go to the 
Bureau of Narcotics, the wholesaler, because he knows his business, 
obviously, and the place to go would be to the Food and Drug 
Administration. 

Mr. Yaston. I didn’t ask him, I just asked him to investigate it 
to see if it was all right to sell, I didn’t ask him where to call, or 
what to call. 

Mr. Gasque. Now, you had some negotiations, though, with the 
people who wanted to buy this quinine prior to the time that you 
checked for authority to sell it; is that correct. 

Mr. Yasron. I checked it before. 

Mr. Gasqur. Now, in your own words, I want you to relate for us 
the negotiations you had with the people who wanted to buy from 
rou 4 
Mr. Yasion. They would come in—from the beginning ? 

Mr. Gasque. Yes. 

Mr. Yasion. From the beginning, a man would come in, I wouldn’t 
know anything about it, and asked if it would be permissible if I 
could get 100 ounces of quinine. I in turn said I would look into it, to 
come in tomorrow or the next day. I went ahead and investigated 
before I even bought it, and I found out it was permissible to buy, 
and that is how we started. 

Mr. Gasque. And in no way did it raise your suspicions as to why 
he would want it? 

Mr. Yasion. No, sir. 

Mr. Gasquer. That is all. 

Senator Danie... All right. You may stand aside. 

Richard Robinson. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give this 
subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RICHARD ROBINSON 


Senator Dantex. Go ahead, Counsel. 
Mr. Gasque. Will you state your full name? 
Mr. Roprnson. Richard Robinson. 
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Mr. Gasque. How old are you! 

Mr. Rosrnson. Twenty-four. 

Mr. Gasque. Where were you born! 

Mr. Rorstnson. Chicago, Il. 

Mr. Gasque. Where are you living now! 

Mr. Rosrnson. Cook County Jail. 

Mr. Gasqur. How long have you been in jail! 

Mr. Rosrnson. Since November 1. 

Mr. Gasevr. You have been convicted ¢ 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. On what charge? 

Mr. Rostnson. Possession of narcotics. 

Mr. Gasqure. What narcotics? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Heroin. 

Mr. Gasque. Have you been sentenced ¢ 

Mr. Roprtnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. For what length of time? 

Mr. Roptnson. Two years. 

Mr. Gasque. Now, Richard, when did you first begin the use of 
narcotics ¢ 

Mr. Rosrnson. 1947. 

Mr. Gasque. How old were you then? 

Mr. Roprnson. Fifteen. 

Mr. Gasque. What kind of narcotics did you use? 

Mr. Rogstnson. Heroin. 

Mr. Gasque. Did you ever use marihuana before using heroin ¢ 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. What age were you then? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Fourteen. 

Mr. Gasqur. Where was this? 

Mr. Ropstnson. Chicago. 

Mr. Gasque. In the school ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No; not in the school. 

Mr. Gasqur. Did you begin at a party? Tell us how you happened 
to begin smoking marihuana. 

Mr. Rosrxson. I met some people on the street and bought some 
from them. 

Mr. Gasque. You bought some from them? 

Mr. Roptnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasquet. Had anyone ever given you any before ¢ 

Mr. Rosrnson. No. 

Mr. Gasqur. How did you know you wanted to buy any? 

Mr. Roprnson. I heard some fellows talking about them, so I 
thought I would try it myself. 

Mr. Gasque. How much did it cost you? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Fifty cents. 

Mr. Gasquet. Did you go around with a number of people who used 
marihnana ? 

Mr. Roprnson. No. 

Mr. Gasque. How many kids your age at that time did you know 
who smoked marihuana? I won’t ask you for their names. 

Mr. Rosrnson. Five or ten. 

Mr. Gasquet. Did you ever know as many as 75 or 80 kids during 
that period who smoked marihuana ? 
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Roprnson. Yes. 

Gasaur. You did? 

Roprnson. Yes. 

Gasqur. Now, when did you go to the use of heroin? 
Roprnson. 1947. 

Gasque. How did you happen to get on heroin? 
Roprnson. I was inquisitive. 

Gasqure. Did you get it from friends? 

Roprnson. Yes, in a way of speaking. They wasn’t exactly 
ds, they was some people I knew. 

. Gasque. Did it occur at a party ? 

*, Roptnson. No. 

*. GasquE. Where did it occur? 

*, Roprnson. On the street. 

. Gasque. How did you first take it? 

. Roprnson. I snorted. I sniffed it. 

‘, Gasqur. How long did you sniff heroin ? 


Mr. Rorrnson. For 2 or 3 weeks. 


Mr 


. Gasqur’. After that how did you take it? 


Mr. Roptnson. I started shooting. 
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‘*. Gasqur. How old were you then ? 

.. Roprnson. Fifteen. 

, Gasque. Now, did you ever use cocaine? 
-- Roprnson. I sniffed a little cocaine. 

*, Gasqur. Where did you get that? 

*, Rogrnson. On the street. 

* Gasqur. From friends? 


Mr. Rostnson. Friends, yes. 
Mr. Gasque. Did you buy it? 
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.. Rogrnson. Yes, I bought it. 

*. Gasque. How much did it cost you? 

*, Roprnson. At the time it was $3.50 a cap. 

*, Gasqur. Ilow many boys did you know—and again I am not 
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. Roprnson. There wasn’t many. 


*, GasquE. About how many, would you say ? 


*, Rosrnson. Ten, fifteen, maybe. 

*, GasqurE. Now, did you ever work in the stee] mills? 
‘, Roptnson. Yes; I worked in the steel mills. 

*, Gasqur. How much was your salary there ? 


*, Rogrnson. About $45 a week. 
*, Gasque. How much did your habit cost you during that period 


*, Roprnson. I didn’t have a habit at the time. 

-, Gasque. Were you using cocaine during that period? 

*. Roprnson. Yes. 

.. Gasque. How much did that cost you a week ? 

. Roprnson. Maybe $7 a week. 

. Gasque. Now, what has your habit ranged—what is the highest 
iave ever had to pay for heroin during a week ? 


Mr. Rorrnson. I would say maybe $50 a week. 


Mr 
M1 


*, Gasqur. Were you employed during that period of time? 
*, Roprnson. Yes. 


Mr. GasqueE. What years did you have to pay $50 a week for it? 
Mr. Rosrnson. That was in 1948. 
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Mr. Gasque. What about 1949¢ 

Mr. Rosrnson. The price went down, I think, in 1949. 

Mr. Gasque. How much did it cost you in that year f 

Mr. Rosrnson. I couldn't tell you right offhand. 

Mr. Gasquet. Have you been addicted to heroin in the last year! 

Mr. Rostnson. This year? 

Mr. Gasque. Yes. 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Were you addicted at the time that you went to jail? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. How much has your habit been costing you this year! 

Mr. Rosrnson. Whatever I would get, I would use. 

Mr. Gasquet. How much could you get? 

Mr. Roprnson. Twenty-five to thirty caps a day, maybe. 

Mr. Gasque. Twenty-five to thirty capsa day ¢ 

Mr. Rosprnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasquet. How much does a cap cost ¢ 

Mr. Rostnson. $1. 

Mr. Gasqur. So how much would your habit be costing you in a 
week ? 

Mr. Roprnson. Well, $30 a day. 

Mr. Gasque. Seven days a week ? 

Mr. Rostnson. That is right. 

Mr. Gasque. And you believe your habit would be costing you about 
$210 a week? 

Mr. Rosrnson. That is right. 

Mr. Gasque. Richard, where did you get the money to keep up 
your habit? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I would steal it, shoplifting quite a few things. 

Mr. Gasquet. Now, generally, how much would you have to steal 
or shoplift in order to buy the heroin for your habit during a week? 

(No answer. ) 

Mr. Gasque. I will ask you this question. Did you fence the items 
you stole? Did you sell them ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Sometimes. 

Mr. Gasque. Now, how much would you value the goods you had 
to sell in order to get the $210? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I wouldn’t get quite what it was valued at. 

Mr. Gasque. Do you think you would get half of what you stole 
for it? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Sometimes. 

Mr. Gasque. Mostly, what did it run? 

Mr. Rogsrnson. $15, $20. 

Mr. Gasquet. Now, what I am getting at, Richard, is this: Did you 
usually get 25 percent of the value of the article you stole, or 50 per- 
cent of the value of the article? 

Mr. Rostnson. Twenty-five percent. 

Mr. Gasque. It was about a quarter? 

Mr. Rosinson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. So you would have to steal about $1,000 worth a week 
to keep up that $210 habit? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Twenty-five percent, I said. That would be half 
of what it was valued at. 

Mr. Gasqur. About half of what it was valued at? 
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Mr. Rosginson. If it was $30, it would be $20. 

Mr. Gasque. Did you ever trade these articles that you stole in 
order to keep up your habit directly for heroin ¢ 

Mr. Ropinson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. You could trade it with the pushers for the heroin? 

Mr. Roprnson. No. 

Mr. Gasqur. Did you have to pay the pushers cash ¢ 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Now, during the last year—and again I will not ask 
you the names—how many addicts do you believe you know here in 
Chicago? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Quite a few, I really couldn’t tell you, there are 
so many of them. 

Senator Danre.. Approximately ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I would say maybe three or four thousand. 

Mr. Gasque. You believe you know three or four thousand addicts 
here in Chicago? 

Mr. Rostnson. Not personally, but I believe there is that many in 
Chicago. 

Mr. Gasque. What streets did you frequent mostly here in Chicago? 

Mr. Roginson. 58th Street—58th and Indiana. 

Mr. GasqueE. Did you see quite a number of addicts along the streets ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes; quite a few of them. 

Mr. Gasque. How many peddlers did you know here in Chicago, 
during the last year ? 

Mr. Rogsinson. Not too many. 

Mr. Gasque. I won’t ask their names, but how many do you—just 
think about it, now—how many do you recall having seen or known, or 
having been acquainted with or recognizing on sight ? 

Mr. Roprnson. Maybe 2 or 3. 

Mr. Gasque. And you have been using heroin for how many years? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Since 1947. 

Mr. Gasque. And you mean at the time you went to jail, during all 
that experience you only knew 2 or 3 peddlers? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I mean, I knew more than that, but I mean person- 
ally, 2 or 3. 

Mr. GasQueE. How many did you know, other than that ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Maybe 10 or 15. 

Mr. Gasque. Did you ever buy heroin from Mose Hightower ? 

Mr. Roptnson. Quite a while ago. 

Mr. Gasque. Did you know him as “Cotton” ? 

Mr. Roptnson. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Gasque. Is he in jail now? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I don’t know whether he is or not. 

Mr. Gasque. Now, did you ever sell any narcotics yourself ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I peddled a little; yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Where did you get your narcotics from, that you 
peddled ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I had to go through somebody else; I really don’t 
know their names. 

Mr. Gasque. How much did you pay an ounce for your heroin ? 

Mr. Roprnson. $125, 

Mr. Gasque. $125? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes. 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Mr. Gasque. And after you got it, did you cut it? 

Mr. Rogsrnson. No, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. Did you cap it? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. And then how much would you sell it for? 

Mr. Roptnson. $1. 

Mr. Gasque. And how many caps would be in an ounce ¢ 

Mr. Rostnson. Two-hundred-and-something; 1 don’t know the 
exact figure. 

Mr. Gasque. How much would you figure your profit would be? 

Mr. Ropinson. I wouldn't make no profit, hardly, because I would 
shoot up everything I would make. , 

Mr. Gasqur. Well, now, how many caps do you figure you sold a 
week ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Two hundred or so. 

Mr. Gasque. You figure you sold 200 caps a week ! 

Mr. Roptnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. To whom did you sell most of your narcotics, most of 
your heroin, most of these caps ? 

Mr. Rosinson. To different fellows on the street. 

Mr. Gasque. About what ages were they ¢ 

Mr. Rostnson. My age, 22, 23. 

Mr. Gasque. Were they all colored ? 

Mr. Rostnson. Most of them. 

Mr. Gasqur. What area of the city was that? 

Mr. Ropinson. Fifty-eighth Street. 

Mr. Gasque. Are you off of heroin at the present time? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. How long have you been off of it ? 

Mr. Roginson. Since November 1. 

Mr. Gasquet. Is that when you were arrested ? 

Mr. Roprtnson. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Are you getting any type of treatment in jail at this 
time ¢ 

Mr. Rostnson. No, sir. 

Mr. Gasquet. Mr. Charrman, I think that is all I have of this wit- 
ness. 

Senator Danrev. This heroin has caused you plenty of trouble, 
hasn’t it, Richard ? 

Mr. Roptnson. Quite a bit. 

Senator Dantev. You have been arrested many times, and convicted 
quite a few ! 

Mr. Rogsrnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. We will put his police record in the record at this 
point. 

(The document referred to above is as follows :) 

CuHIcAaGco POLIcE DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE BUREAU OF IDENTIFICATION, 
Chicago, IU., November 19, 1955. 


Recorp or RicHarp Rosrnson (CoLoreD), N. B. B. 


N. G., Richard Alonzo Robinson: 
August 16, 1948: Prob. 6 mos. V. S. 192-1. Chap. 38, Poss. Nare. Judge 
Drucker. Sgt. Mangin & Jenkins, D. B. 
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D-69812, Richard Robinson: 

August 2, 1949: G. P. Arr. Offs. Walsh, Maloney & Co., 12th Dist. 

March 7, 1950: Inv. Off. Martin & Co., 5th Dist. 

April 17, 1951: Prob. 1 yr. V. P. 501, Ch. 38 & V. P. 5h, Chap. 38. Judge 
Drucker. Offs Kent & Co., 12th Dist. 

July 25, 1951: Inv. Off. Coleman & Co., 5th Dist. (Narcotics). 

November 30, 1951: Inv. (Narce.). Off. Casey & Co., 7th Dist. 

D-89111, Richard Robinson: 

February 5, 1952: Robbery-Knife. Arr. Offs. McArdle & Walsh, & Dunn, 
7th Dist. 

April 17, 1952: Judge Leonard, Prob. 3 yrs. Robb. Plea Armed. 

July 28, 1952: Judge Kluczynski, Warrant Viol. of Prob. Robb. 

October 6, 1952: Judge Leonard, Joliet Pen. # 32882, Robb. 1 yr. 1 yr. 1 
day. Vio. of Prob. Plea Armed. 

October 22, 1952: Received Joliet Pen. #32882. 

December 11, 1952: Trans. to S. P. Pontiac, Ill. #19357. 

September 22, 1953: Disch. Exp. of Sent. 

As Richard Robinson: 

July 16,1952: T. O. T., D. S. Nare. Bur. Off. Lt. Healy, D. B. 

August 18, 1952: Co. Jail, Chgo., Ill. Armed Robb. 

April 30, 1954: $200 & C. Loitering Addict. Judge Wells. Off. Wallace & 
Co., 5th Dist. 

February 17, 1955: Inv. (Nare.). Off. Harvey & Co., 5th Dist. 

March 9, 1955: Inv. Nare. Offs. Wilson, Machen, 5th Dist. 

May 9, 1955: Inv. (Nare.). Offs. Harvey & Co., 5th Dist. 

October 11, 1955: Nare. Off. Taitt & Co., 5th Dist. 
November 1, 1955: Poss, Nare. 2 yrs. Co. J., & $1. Judge Cwiklinski. Arr. 
Off. Smith, Harvey, 5th Dist. 


Senator Dante. Have you ever had any kind of treatment ? 

Mr. Rogprnson. No, sir. 

Senator Dante.. Have you ever asked for one? 

Mr. Roprnson. No, sir. 

Senator Danrez. All right. Do you think you are going back on 
heroin when you get out of jail? 

Mr. Roprnson. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. You think you are going to stay off it next time? 

Mr. Roptnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniet. All right. You may stand aside. 

Now, I would like to place in the record at this point a letter from 
the Post Office Department from Mr. W. L. Culkin, postal inspector 
of the Post Office Department here in Chicago, addressed to Mr. Lee 
Speer, dated November 21, 1955, attaching a compilation of records 
showing the percentage of house letterbox thieves who were addicted 
to narcotic drugs. That is for the calendar year 1954. 

All of this will be made a part of the record, the letter and the 
attachment. 

(The documents referred to follow :) 


Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR, 
Chicago, Ill., November 21, 1955. 

Case No. 49384—C. 

Subject: Chicago, Ill.: Statistics concerning the percentage of house letter (first 

class) box thieves addicted to narcotics. 
Mr. LEE SPEER, 
United States Narcotics Agent, 
Chicago, Ill. 


Dear Sik: Pursuant to your telephone call to office of postal inspector in charge, 
Chicago, I1l., on October 31, 1955, attached is a compilation of our records re- 
garding the percentage of house letterbox thieves who are narcotics addicts. 

Sincerely yours, 


W. L. CULKIN, 
Postal Inspector. 
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Percentage of house letterboz thieves who are narcotics addicts 


CALENDAR YEAR 19% 





Number of 


Total 
Fotas whom ar 


apprehended 


White male adults 

W hite female adults -- --- 
olored male adults _ - 
olored female adults___ - 
\ hite male fuveniles.- _. 

WW hite female juveniles.. 
olored male juveniles 
olored female juveniles -- 


Male adults : 
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White male adults 
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Colored male adults 
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White male juveniles_. ----- ba 
White female juveniles_............- 
Colored male juveniles- 

Colored female juveniles 
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Adults 
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Female adults. .........-.- ; 
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Senator Dantex. The attachment shows that out of 249 thefts from 
letterboxes in Chicago for 1954, 70 of them were made by narcotics 
addicts, or a total of 27.7 percent of such thefts from the mail. 

Now, is Dr. Carey here? I would like to make his statement a 
part of the record—I am sorry. Dr. Carey, on account of the short- 
ness of time we are going to make your statement part of the record, 
but I want to ask you a couple of questions, if you will come forward, 
please. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give to this 
subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Dr. Carry. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EUGENE F. CAREY, M. D., SURGEON, CHICAGO 
POLICE DEPARTMENT, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Senator Dantex. Doctor, will you identify yourself ? 

Dr. Carry. I am Dr. Eugene F. Carey, of the Chicago Police De- 
partment. 

Senator Dantex. Doctor, you have delivered papers on the subject 
of narcotics’ treatment, I believe ? 

Dr. Carry. Yes, sir. 


71515—56—pt. 915 








4400 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Senator Danrev. As a part of the record in the appendix, I would 
like to insert the following documents by Dr. Carey: A New Approach 
to the Emergence Vv Treatment of Sickness Caused by Narcotic With- 
drawal, presented as a part of the New York Academy of Science 
Conference on Reserpine, February 5 and 4, 1955, and Psychoso 
matic Aspect of Drug Administration in Case of Narcotic Addiction, 
presented before the Academy of Psychosomatic Medicine, October 
§, 1955. 

(The documents referred to may be found on pp. 4462-4471 of the 
appe ndix.) 

Now, you also have prepared a written statement for the committee, 
I believe / 

Dr. Carry. That is right, I tried to. 

(Dr. Carey’s prepared statement appears on p. 4402.) 

Senator Danien. Yes, sir, and we appreciate it very much. 1 
have read it carefully already, and I am sure, being in the record, it 
will be available for other members of the committee and other 
Members of Congress to read. 

Briefly, as I understand it, you feel you have, by your experiments, 
worked out a means of helping to take addicts off of heroin and mor- 
phine more easily by giving them certain derivatives of Rauwolfia. 

Dr. Carry. Not to get them off, but to help combat the withdrawal 
sickness. 

Senator Danie,. The withdrawal sickness is terrific; is it not? 

Dr. Carry. It certainly is. 

Senator Dante... And you feel that this treatment which you have 
described has been successful in relieving some of the withdrawal 
fears and nervous tensions ? 

Dr. Carry. I think it has merit; ves, sir. 

Senator Danie... What is the name of the drug you use ¢ 

Dr. Carry. The alkaloid Reserpine. 

Senator DanteL. Now, you have had the patients only a maximum 
of about 48 hours; havent’ you ¢ 

Dr. Carry. That is all. 

Senator Danrev. And you have not followed it up to see what effect 
this drug might have in keeping them off of the narcotics thereafter ? 

Dr. Carey. I don’t know where they go when they once leave us. 

Senator Dante... That is right. I am going to make your statement 
that you have prepared for this committee a part of the record. 

I just want to ask you two questions, though, so as to clarify two 
statements that you have made. On page 3 ‘of your statement, you 


have this sentence—back there when narcotic drugs were plentiful, 
you said: 


It is doubtful whether the per capita percentage of this traffic was one whit 
greater than it is today, with one exception. That exception is that the age limit 
has dropped. 

Now, you were also talking about other violations of the law there 
in the old days. I will ask you if you know that we had more nar- 
cotic addicts then when they could buy morphine without prescriptions, 
that according to the figures that this committee has received in Wash- 
ington, there were around 400,000 addicts then. Of course, they are 
supposed to be less now, by estimates that we have, and I wonder if 
you would want to modify or explain that statement in any way ? 
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Dr. Carey. Yes. The thing is this, that I have in my time run 
across some old, old-time addicts, that were addicts before the Harri- 
son Act came in, and they were old timers then. They are the ones 
that sort of impressed me with their stories of what I said there. 

Senator Daniet. Yes. Now, actually, we figure, according to the 
evidence before us, there were more addicts when the drug was more 
plentiful. Do you have any evidence to the contrary on that? 

Dr. Carey. No; I don’t, sir. 

Senator Danrev. And the other statement I wanted to ask you 
about is this. You say that: 

It is a know fact that if some addicts could get their stuff as openly and 
cheaply as does the alcoholic they could hold down jobs and you and I might 
never know they were addicts. 

You are referring there to the small minority of addicts? 

Dr. Carey. Yes; I am, sir. 

Senator Danrer. Like sometimes we find doctors, nurses, and people 
like that? 

Dr. Carey. Yes, and I believe even if they are holding down a 
job under the influence of whatever it is they are taking, that they 
would be tremendously better off and more efficient if they had not 
been taking it. 

Senator Dante. In other words, you do not believe that any nar- 
cotic addict can do as good a job in his work, whatever it is, as if he 
were off the drug? 

Dr. Carey. I think that all the narcotics have some little action in 
that respect, as does marihuana, or it intensifies it and it makes them 
think that they do. 

Senator Dantex. Doctor, you do not believe that this free clinic 
proposal would get the job done; do you? 

Dr. Carey. Not where a fellow could go and get a daily ration, 
where they ration it out, and then go back, because I think in some 
instances here he would maybe have a 1- or 2-grain habit, and get 
away with a 10-grain habit for the purpose of selling it. 

Senator Dante. Right. 

Dr. Carey. And that is the big complaint that I have with that. 

Senator Dante. Then also do you find that addicts spread their 
addiction to other people with whom they associate ? 

Dr. Carey. I think association, plus curiosity, is the thing that 
gets them all started. 

Senator Danret. So if we had a bunch of free addicts, thousands 
of them being maintained by the Government, if we threw up our 
hands and said, “There is no cure, let’s keep them addicts,” they 
would spread the addiction to new addicts? 

Dr. Carey. Suppose a fellow had a 2-grain habit, and he had a 
4-hour habit, that would mean 6 shots a day, that would be 12 shots, 
and perhaps in the commitment of registering he would say that he 
only had a 2-grain habit, but when he got out he would have a 
discrepancy in his feeling, and he would naturally, I think, go over 
and find a bootlegger to build up the deficiency. 

Senator Dante. Every time it has been tried in the past, that is 
what has happened. The black market is not done away with, but it 
has increased. 

I think that is all I have. I thank you for the statement, and it 
will be made a part of the record at this point. 
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(The statement referred to above is as follows: ) 


TESTIMONY OF EuGeNE F. Carey, M. D., Surgeon, Co1caco PoLice DEPARTMENT, 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 


Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, as a surgeon attached to the 
medical section of the Chicago Police Department it has been my fortune 
to observe and treat all kinds and types of drug addicts and drug takers, who 
have been apprehended by our law-enforcement officers and placed in detention 
cells. 

As a rule these persons are in police custody only for from 24 to 48 hours, 
after which they are sent to the narcotics court, where they cease to be city 
police prisoners. 

While these drug takers are in police custody they exhibit certain signs and 
voice certain symptoms, which permit us to study the various drug effects, 
and which in turn suggest a newer approach to their respective classifications 
as drug takers. These we classify as follows: 

1. Addicts: We regard as true addicts only those who take the opium family 
drugs to such an extent that they come down with a real attack of withdrawal 
sickness because of underdosage, when they are deprived of their drugs. 

2. Users: This name we give to only those who take drugs such as cocaine, 
marihuana, the barbiturates, amphetamine or benzidrene, alcohol in excess, 
and in some cases even morphine, heroin takers, and so forth, because they go 
on unpredictable flights into the realms of drug taking of no habit timing. 
Usually they do not time their fits of drug taking, and become sick, not from 
withdrawal or underdosage, but because of overdosage. 

Since we began to classify our drug takers in this manner, we have found 
that these people are not sick people, from the standpoint of bodily sickness as 
such, but they are true examples of a psychosomatic reaction following either 
overindulgence, sudden withdrawal, or when under the active influence of their 
drugs. 

There is a tremendous difference in the mannerisms and actions of a drug 
taker when he is in police hands and when he is under institutional treatment. 
The reason for this difference is because in the one instance he is panicked 
by the fact that he has been shut up in a cold cell, and worried by thoughts 
of what is to come; where, on the other hand, as a patient under institutional 
treatment, he can and does leave all of his fears on the outside. This being 
so, we believe that those of the medical profession who from time to time offer 
advice on drug treatment for the benefit of legislators, would do well to spend 
more time with drug-law-enforcement officers in some central police headquarters. 
Here, the drug taker does divulge information that is constructive and useful 
for both enforcement of drug legislation and for drug treatment; whereas, 
when he is released from institutional treatment and then again picked up by 
the police, he will invariably smile when he recalls how he “went along with 
the institutional doc,” just to be agreeable and to make the “doc feel good.” 

My knowledge of drug takers did not come overnight. All of my actual 
working medical knowledge of drug takers has been brought out within the past 
15 years since I have been associated with the Chicago Police Department. 
To this I add other knowledge gained by observing onetime private patients, 
drug takers I have known, who lived in my neighborhood, and others who came 
to visit these drug takers, as well as former playmates. 

Going back over a period of more than 50 years to that part of Chicago, 
where I was raised, which was halfway between the once-existing red-light 
district and the stockyards, I know that Chicago was then an opium and a cocaine 
town. At that time heroin was unknown. We kids knew of several places 
where opium was smoked. These we called “hip joints” because those who 
smoked of the drug would lie on their hips while so doing. In those days no 
one ever heard of marihuana. Even tobacco cigarettes were not in common 
use. Only occasionally one might see men aged 21 and over, smoking Sweet 
Caporal cigarettes, or else rolling his own of Duke’s Mixture. For a quarter one 
could go into any drugstore and get a piece of cube morphine or a small bottle 
of “Dr. Parker’s Guaranteed Cold Cure,” consisting of ordinary flake cocaine 
plus a small inch-and-a-half-long glass tube, which was bent at right angles 
so that the user could dip one end into the flakes in the bottle, then place this 
end in his nose and the other end in his mouth, so that he could blow the 
powder into his nose. Benzidrene, amphetamine, “lifter pills,” and other drugs 
to take the place of cocaine for euphoric purposes were then undreamed of. 
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The morphine at that time, like heroin when it first came, was not adulterated 
with milk sugar, or flour, or quinine, or baking soda, etc., as it is today. 

At the wide-open saloons one could get a pail of beer for a nickel. Your 
whisky flask was filled right from the barrel for a dime, 15 cents, or a quarter 
Prostitution was segregated, but wide open, and for men only. However, with all 
the narcotic drugs and alcoholic preparations so easy and cheap to get, as well 
as the open houses of assignation, it is doubtful whether the per capita percent- 
age of this traffic was one whit greater than it is today, with one exception. 
That exception is that the age limit has dropped. 

For example, figures given out by the FBI indicate that youthful crime is on 
the increase. Today we cannot pick up a newspaper without reading of some 
youth or group of youths being associated with a story of crime of some sort, 
robbery with violence or rape. 

It used to be that when a juvenile ran afoul of the law the whole neighborhood 
knew it and everyone voiced how terrible it was that So-and-so had brought dis- 
grace to his poor mother. Today we live hush-hush. Yesterday kids had respect 
for the local police officer. Today they laugh at him. 

As time changes and crime ages drop to lower brackets, we find that the kinds 
of drugs bejng taken also are changing. Our opium-smoking, morphine-taking, 
and cocaine-sniffing addicts and users have changed. Opium smoking in Chicago 
is believed to have been wholly supplanted by the introduction of marihuana. 
Morphine taking is losing to heroin and the barbiturates. Amphetamines are 
apparently gradually shelving cocaine aside. 

With the changing of drugs also came changes of taker reaction. The old pipe- 
smoking and old skin-shooting morphinist would partake of their shot or smoke, 
then lie down and take a sleep. Either could hold down a job of any kind that he 
had been doing before he went on the stuff. Their habit was hard to discover 
and they had no law or price worries to detract from their work. Today the price 
of morphine, heroin, or cocaine is so high that the addict or user is forced to steal 
whatever he can get his hands on in order to meet the market price. Of course, 
time alone spent on stealing helps to keep him from holding down a job. 

This last reference brings up an interesting comparison between the addict and 
the alcoholic: It is a known fact that if some addicts could get their stuff as 
openly and as cheaply as does the alcoholic, they could hold down jobs and you 
and I might never know they were addicts. On the other hand, most alcoholics 
cannot hold a job and when under alcoholic influence they proceed to let the whole 
world know they are alcoholics. Yet we abhor and persecute one and pamper 
and sympathize with the other. 

The cheap price of the barbiturates and amphetamines as well as the open 
market for these drugs is also an important factor in encouraging the usage of 
them by the younger generation of drug takers. 

Marihuana seems to be losing its popularity in favor of the amphetamines. 
Marihuana is an intensifier in that it intensifies the mood the user is in when he 
takes a smoke. It seems that if sex is on his mind, then sex is intensified. If 
it be that some vicious act, or any other thought such as fighting, music, dancing, 
or whatnot, then these thoughts are intensified. 

As for heroin, we not only have addicts to this drug but users as well. We 
find that some heroin addicts can be pacific persons, not unlike the morphine 
addict. Most heroin users will go on a tear or a binge at frequent and irregular 
intervals, and when this happens he loses all sense of morality and ends up by 
committing some unholy or vicious act or crime against nature, himself, or the 
people. 

Oldtime cocaine users were found among the big crime operators, safecrackers, 
bank robbers, and so forth. Most of our cocaine users today can still be found 
in this group, and as such then or now they would have nothing to do with an 
opium smoker or a morphine addict or an alcoholic. They felt that there is too 
much “chicken” in that type of user. Now since amphetamines are on the way 
to supplant cocaine, we find that these users also have no use for “chick” makeups 
of any kind. The “lifter” users can and do become heroic, boisterous, pugna- 
cious, or vicious, and they seem to be particular in shunning the barbiturate 
user. who has a tendency to become soft, stupid, and rubber legged, not unlike 
a person on a gin drunk. 

I have a definite reason for flitting about in this story of usage and addiction, 
and stopping here and there for viewing and analysis. The reason is that I am 
trying to point out that whether a person is an addict or a user, his thoughts and 
mannerisms are activated and governed not only by the drug he takes but by 
his associations and locale as well. Simply speaking, he is not a sick person by 
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virtue of bacterial invasion or bodily injury, but he is psychosomatically sick 
by his own self-medication. Because of this one may assume that the breaking 
of such habits should be amenable to psychosomatic treatment. 

In my work among addicts and users at central police headquarters here in 
Chicago, I have found that when I take an addict who is suffering from with- 
drawal sickness and dose him with a lot of barbiturates, I am only making him 
sicker than he was in the first place. Knowing, too, that barbiturates are vicious 
habit-forniing drugs, it takes no great stretch of imagination to figure out that 
fighting one evil with another does the patient no good. Hence, I feel that when 
we substitute a synthetic narcotic for a regular one we only defeat the original 
purpose of our cure by inviting a secondary habit which also will need a cure. 

As was said earlier in this paper our prisoners are only kept in custody for 
police purposes for from 24 to 48 hours. This being so it is easy to see that this 
short-time period does unfortunately govern our treatment. Although I have 
been able to offer only short-period treatments to our prisoner-patients, I have 
come to find that their mental attitude can and does make them or break them. 
I have been convinced of this in my contact with recidivists. As a matter of 
fact 1 found that with some recidivists I came near to obviating an impending 
attack of withdrawal sickness by means of only a sympathetic approach to their 
problems along with the aid of what we medical men call a placebo. This is a 
harmless imitation pill administered only to deceive the patient. This approach 
was, in fact, a psychosomatic treatment. 

About a year and a half ago I began to use an alkaloid named reserpine, which 
was isolated from an old plant called Rauwolfia serpentina or snakeroot, that was 
used for ages throughout India for many medicinal purposes. When first intro- 
duced to the United States the alkaloid was used for combating hypertension, 
but erelong it was discovered to have peculiar and remarkably beneficial effect 
on persons heretofore considered hopeless maniacs, particularly of the antisocial 
order. 

Soon the new pharmaceutical began to gain recognition by those interested in 
psychosomatic treatment and it was this fact that caused me to try this new 
medicine and discontinue the use of phenobarbital, bromides, paraldehydes, or 
any other drug designed te take the place of Harrison Act drugs or their 
substitutes. 

Since using this drug to combat narcotic withdrawal sickness as well as to 
allay nerve reactions following other drug usages, I have come to the definite 
conviction that narcotic withdrawal sickness is purely a psychie affair, brought 
on by a fear reaction, and as such obviates any doling out of daily drug rations 
by clinics. Furthermore, I feel that my study of addiction and usage with the 
aid of the new medical preparation I have mentioned, indicates the possibility 
that there is no need for drug substitution or gradual drug reduction in the 
cure of drug takers. However, we do see a need for body building, by means of 
good food, clean living, and clean thoughts. 

You will understand, gentlemen, that I am dealing with a narcotics sickness 
problem as it presently exists in Chicago. It is possible that the strength of 
the drugs being peddled here may be different from the strengths of drugs being 
peddled in other sections of the country. This being so, it is understandable 
that my treatment should be governed to fit each particular need. In the case 
of the reserpine that I have mentioned relevant medical opinion seems to agree 
that it is a harmless drug with few if any minor reactions, and nonhabit forming. 

Now although my province is strictly that of a medical man I should like to 
emphasize certain thoughts that have been offered to Lt. Joseph Healy, in charge 
of narcotic work in Chicago Police Department, by members of his staff. These 
men are of the opinion sooner or later the addicts and users of today will die off. 
This being so they feel that the Federal Government should have the authority 
to arrest any drug addict or user of narcotic drugs who fails to register as such 
with the Government. Furthermore, he should be caused to have with him at 
all times a registration card, carrying his picture, thumb print, physical descrip- 
tion, and signature. Thereafter anyone picked up who had no Federal Govern- 
ment identification card would be considered a beginner in the taking of danger- 
ous drugs, and being a first offender, unfamiliar with the wiles and tricks of 
an oldtimer, could be encouraged more readily to name his peddler, and at the 
same time be more amenable to treatment. 

These thoughts I feel have merit and should do much in pinpointing sources 
of supply. 

Gentlemen, I thank you for the privilege of addressing these words to you. 
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Senator Danre.. Are Dr. Walter Adams and Mr. Lawson Ford 
here? 

A Voice. Dr. Adams is not here. He is at the hospital. He ts at 
the Provident Hospital. He is subject to call when the committee 
comes back. I am one of the trustees of the hospital, and he will be 
here, 

Senator Danre,. Do you think he will be here before 5: 30 

The Vorce. No. I will call the hospital and see. 

Senator Danrev. Well, don’t do that. We are running late, and 
we will make his statement a part of the record. 

If he should get here before we adjourn, I would like him to take 
the stand. 

The Voice. I will advise him of that. 

Senator Dante. On account of the time limit, we will just make 
his statement a part of the record when we receive it. 

(The following statement by Dr. Walter A. Adams, M. D., director 
the Medical Counseling Clinic, Provident Hospital and Training 
School, Chicago, IIL, is hereby incorporated as a part of the record :) 


DruGe ADDICTION, SYMPTOMATOLOGY AND OUTPATIENT TREATMENT 


A statement and recommendation by Walter A. Adams, M. D., director the Medical 
Counseling Clinic, Provident Hospital and Training School, Chicago, IIL, 
November 21, 1955 


There is much misunderstanding about drug addiction. However, one thing is 
certain—society is irritated by the problem and anxious for a solution. Addicts 
are thought of as groups of offensive persons whereas, actually, they are indi- 
viduals. They should not be regarded as heroes when in fact the masses of 
them come from a subculture with low prestige. Many people regard them as 
criminals but, insofar as drug use outside of illness is illegal, those not regarded 
as criminals are regarded as tainted with crime. (Even when cured they do not 
contribute to science, politics, or even to art with reference to the masses.) After 
cure they are still ordinary people. 

Treatment of the addict is expensive. But since addicts are human, society 
then can create, emotionally, for its expense only happy individuals or ones that 
meet their responsibility as citizens with ordinary efficiency. Althongh there 
are many exceptions, a large number of victims of polio, multiple sclerosis and 
other diseases gain no more from society’s investment, yet such illnesses are 
respectable and not usnally tainted with antisocial conduct. For these and other 
reasons individual treatment of the addict lags; there is little mass research in 
nnderstanding him and limited opportunity for his treatment and cure. The 
emphasis is usually on repressive measures. These do not seem to be very effec- 
tive and it wonld appear that there is something grossly wrong with such a narrow 
approach. 

There is a need to ferret out and classify in order to discover whether all 
addicts are really alike instead of sticking to the point of view that they are 
alike because they are essentially bad or because they offend society. Histori- 
cally, perhaps, the same was at one time felt about the leper—they were either 
had or just dirty. or the same was felt concerning venereal diseases or alcoholics. 
These have been mastered. Now with a more enlightened attitude toward these 
diseases, they have responded favorably to treatment. 

It will not be long before the loud-sounding drum which hammers away the 
message that addiction is simple, only criminal, will no longer be heard. Actually, 
addiction and addicts are complicated problems. Many addicts are much more 
sick than criminals; they are merely tainted with crime. Admittedly, however, 
some are definitely criminal. 

Opportunities for cure can only be provided by those who have understanding 
and empathy. This requires an objectivity in research which a large number of 
our citizens lack. Competent scientists agree that people are not born addicts; 
they may be born with constitutional, temperamental, and intellectual limitations, 
admittedly. The evil effects of these handicaps can often be mitigated by a 
good environment, healthy opportunity, and fortuituous protection. With patient 
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understanding more illness can be reversed or prevented by hygienic methods. 
If the illness is a sore in the side of society, as narcotic addiction is, perhaps we 
should try scientifically to prevent it by hygienic methods, and adequately and 
scientifically treat it if and when the illness develops. Haste, hysteria, emo- 
tionalism, and sensationalism always hinders the scientific approach. Usually 
in such a setting there must be a scapegoat, and in addition a sincere scientist 
runs the risk of being called a “crackpot,” obstructionist, reformer, or of being 
placed in some such unpleasant category. Many will be discouraged and may 
seek other outlets where their skills are better appreciated. 

A progressive people cannot continually act out of fear. It becomes incumbent 
on the community, therefore, to seek scientific and objective advice from com- 
petent persons who have made a study of the total picture. 

The pusher of drugs is usually an older person who operates for a profit. He 
is hostile both to the addict and to society, and is in a position to exploit both. 
The pusher does not need to pay as great a price for his pleasure (money) in 
contrast to the addict who must be stuck with a needle and stuck with a high 
price and with pain when he cannot have his drug or cannot have it in sufficient 
quantity. The addict’s indulgence ultimately impairs his efficiency at work; 
hence, a vicious circle: a need for increasing amounts of expensive drugs coinci- 
dent with an impaired efficiency in earning power. For these reasons, punish- 
ment and repressive measures against the pusher are more justified than with 
the addict. ‘The higher up baron in the underworld merits the greatest punish- 
ment. The pusher is intellectually aware of his motives and is conscious of his 
malice. Repressive measures seem therefore justified in these cases. 

As a person with reasonable competence in the field, I believe that it is defi- 
nitely an error in social treatment to group the addict with the pusher, and 
when this is done (either in practice or in theory) an unjust error is made. 

The addict’s treatment, like the treatment for many other illnesses, is divided 
into two phases. The acute phase, or physical addiction, requires institution- 
alization; ideally this should be a medical facility. This statement, however, 
does not deny the fact that in some cases the addict may need the authority of 
the court in order to help in the process of cure. Although his symptoms are 
somewhat different, his social capacity in terms of judgment and insight may 
be temporarily impaired. For a period of time, therefore, relatives and doctors 
may be justified in asking the authority of the court to make up for the addict’s 
lack of insight, his poor social judgment, and his temporary poor control of 
his body needs. As in the case of other illnesses, State legislatures, the courts 
and the bar associations want to cooperate. (As in the case of other illnesses 
which threaten social welfare, such as highly contagious diseases, psychosis, 
etc.) Ultimately, personal controls should be given back to the addict patient 
when his social judgment, insight, and his capacity for control are restored. 
This is where the second phase of treatment (postaddiction) begins. 

In our clinics, an appreciable number of patients (who have been physically 
withdrawn at Lexington or in the jails) possess enough insight, social judgment, 
personal control, and sense of responsibility so that they voluntarily cooperate 
in social casework counseling—relationship therapy—to the extent that their 
personal controls are strengthened. They cease to take drugs and are less vul- 
nerable under frustration; they are more efficient and stable in work situa- 
tions, and they relate more wholesomely to their family. In like manner they 
are more careful in picking their associates than formerly (they desert the 
addict gang). With some there is an occasional use of a drug, but, treatment- 
wise, our faith in them does not wane, for we know from experience they do 
not slip all the way down the ladder. Eventually, something more wholesome 
replaces the occasional drug use, and therefore the ultimate goal of treatment 
receives more status. 

Addiction can be found in all classes—the wealthy upper class, the conserva- 
tive middle class, and in the lower classes. But the masses of addicts are found 
in the subculture of the lower class. Society generally does not accept it; there 
are pressures against it—legal, moral, and religious pressures—wherever it is 
found. No matter from what particular culture he may be, the addict is usually 
straying from the ostensible models and teachings of his family. Only quite 
rarely is the parent an addict. Contrariwise, no matter what the class, the 
parents are overtly disturbed about the conduct—sometimes because of the 
stealing and police action—but mostly because they regard their own offspring 
as variant, sick, or bad. Parents will cooperate at a court hearing and most 
often advise the addict to see a doctor. It follows, then, that one cannot say 
there are “normal” addict communities or that addiction thrives because there is 
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overt parental sanction. This does not deny the fact, however, that there may 
be general parental neglect and unwholesome child-parent relationships. Signif- 
icantly, however, these unwholesome relationships may later manifest them- 
selves in many ways: behavior problems other than addiction, mental break- 
down, prostitution, freefloating and uncrystallized social rebellion. With the 
addict, the accidental contact with the drug may be the “X” factor which 
causes the youth to reach out symbolically for something which was lacking 
at home. The seeds of addiction are planted early and the evil begins to grow 
imperceptibly as a habit. 

Our clinic is aware of the need to apply a broad social-anthropological focus 
to the activities and the influences of the gang, and the resulting understanding 
becomes a healthful contribution. However, it alone is not the whole story 
The motivations and techniques of the pusher, too, are parts of the social- 
anthropological contribution; and in like manner so is the related problem of 
the police. The effects of poverty, overcrowding, limited job opportunity, and 
minority status are also obliquely contributory and are considered in our re- 
search and treatment program. However, extremely important is an under- 
standing of the addict’s personal culture; that is, the personality of the addict's 
mother, father, and siblings and the interaction of these personalities. These 
were most important in the molding of the personality of the youth who later 
becomes an addict. A keen perception of the nuances of family give-and-take 
is crucial, for we believe that if family life has been wholesome and definitely 
positive for the child and the youth he will later be immune to most of the 
difficulties which confront him in the broader community. Important among 
these handicaps in the community is the temptation of the pusher and the bad 
conduct and influence of the addict gang. 

How can we compensate the addict for something he missed in his home? 
Obviously, our staff must gain his confidence. And how is this done? First, we 
learn not to expect too much of him in the beginning. True, he may test us out 
He may try a little indifference with us. In order to test our patience and our 
worldly sophistication, he will throw his “jargon” around to see if we become 
shocked. If we are shocked, then we are just “squares,” “not hep.” In other 
words, he senses something alien to him and he suspects there can be no empathy 
with him. Like so many others he has known, we are too far away in social 
distance to reach him. He casts us in the role of rigid parents or authority. 
He is demanding and therefore is afraid of being bitten or of “biting us.” 
The question is posed: Can we in our experiences know how to treat a demanding 
person in a manner not dangerous (in phantasy) to himself or to us? If he 
suspects we cannot, obviously he will break contact and stay away. When 
asked to do something crucial in the matter of his treatment or cure, he will 
usually show impatience, be in a hurry. 

Do we always know that his phantasied personality (exhibitionistic big-shot 
attitude) is a mask for his real unconscious feeling of his personal and social 
inadequacy; that his independent gestures appease his pride and reassure him? 
It is really a mask for his unconscious craving for dependence. Actually his 
repeated social performance reveals him as a helpless individual unable to master 
a drug which is slowly destroying him. In truth, here we are armed with these 
insights—we are conscious of them so that we can predict the general trends of 
behavior when the addict comes to us. We have seen many of them “grow” and 
we know the dubious paths we must take in order to help them. In this knowl- 
edge we justify our faith. The treatment relationship is tedious so that growth 
must be slow. Armed with this understanding, in spite of our difficulties, our 
morale is high. We believe the morale factor is important in successful under- 
takings, particularly the hard ones. Realistically we do not expect too much 
and, hence, we are seldom disappointed. 

Community education into the nature of narcotic addiction is important. 
When the addict understands better that more people understand him and when 
there are greater opportunities for him, he too will understand in a general way 
what is wrong, what is needed, and what is expected of him. Repressive meas- 
ures tend to make him too defensive, less trustful and justify his tendency to 
“hide.” As a response to society’s tendency to spurn and blame him, he feels 
persecuted and he retaliates in turn. He spurs society and when help is held 
out to him he immediately blames society. In retaliation he acts out the role of 
“the fool”—the role in which society has cast him. Strict moralistic judgment 
therefore does not help either him or society. 
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The specialized narcotic clinic with its understanding of both the problem of 
society and the addict is better equipped for treating them than a general clinic 
for personality disorders because of the reasons already discussed. 

(The additional copy material outlines the work of a specialized clinic for 
narcotic addicts (denoted as a medical counseling clinic) 1 of 3 operating by 
authority of a special act of the Illinois State Legislature in 1951. The clinics 
operate within the framework of the department of medicine in their parent 


hospitals, but are sponsored by the State under the control of its department 
of public health.) 


SUMMARY—MEDICAL COUNSELING CLINIC, Dr. WALTER A. ADAMS, DIRECTOR, 
PROVIDENT HOSPITAL AND TRAINING SCHOOL, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Date of clinic opening: November 1951. 
Total cases made active: 575. 
Total unofficial cases: 193. 
Budget, 1954-55: $24,000. 
Annual case activity (new and reopened), approximately 298. (See attached 
yearly report 1954.) 
Number of cases showing improvement during year: 96, or 33 percent. 
Number of employees: 
Clinie director-consultant psychiatrist (part time) 
Clinic manager (psychiatric social worker) 
Two psychiatric social workers 
Office secretary 
One internist (part time) 
(Budgetary provisions for psychologicals) 


CATEGORIES OF SERVICES 


1. Supportive and relationship therapy involving both tangible and intangible 
needs. (Dynamic movement is mediated through identification, empathy, in- 
spiration, sometimes through firmness; use of commendation and countertrans- 
ference in helping patients work through personal and social problems confront- 
ing them in their daily lives.) The personality is supported in all of its healthy 
aspects in relation to its conflicts with internal and external struggles. Strength 
must be sought for the patient to defend himself constructively against his 
sensuous striving, allegories and substitutive life examples are used to help in 
the battle against defenses of rationalizations and projections. Some supportive 
therapy is translated into occasional visits to patients in penal institutions, 
hospitals, and the court. 

2. Tangible services, also of a supportive nature, include the following: 
Vocational evaluation and job referrals, housing, financial assistance, trans- 
portation, and assistance with applications (environmental manipulation). 

3. Group and individual orientation programs have been offered at the house 
of correction for the purpose of motivating former drug users to seek rehabilita- 
tion at the clinic upon their release. There is much voluntary cooperation in 
working with patients released from United States Public Health Service Hos- 
pital, in Lexington, Ky. 

4. Medical and psychological service is provided, also, in terms of diagnostic 
examinations, and referrals for appropriate treatment are instituted for related 
medical treatment. 


5. Public education: Staff is utilized in public lectures whenever requested by 
social and civic organizations. 


INITIAL TREATMENT POTENTIAL 


Almost all cases presenting themselves at intake, regardless of source of re- 
ferral, are poorly motivated in terms of the reality aspects of clinic rehabilita- 
tion. Almost all intake situations reveal a patient who is seeking a concrete 
service, usually a referral to a job or a referral for withdrawal treatment at 
United States Public Health Service Hospital, Lexington, Ky. Even patients 
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referred by the narcotics court (referred for treatment in lieu of punishment) 
present themselves at intake with a lack of motivation but with a satisfaction that 
their one appearance in the clinic is sufficient to conform to the edict of the court 
In some respect the clinic in its intake operations is looked upon as a quasi-ew- 
ployment office; in other respects our intake shapes up as a screening experience 
for United States Public Health Service Hospital, Lexington, Ky. The most 
difficult aspects of treatment are involved in converting of patients’ initial 
destructive and negative motivations into constructive and health-seeking motiva 
tions so that they return for help with their emotional and personality needs 

This year, attention has been given to psychological inventories and psychiatric 
evaluations of the mothers of a number of our patients. Results are to be in- 
corporated in this year’s annual report. The outstanding factor, noted so far, 
has been the intensity of psychic impoverishment and constriction of the mothers 
personality. This impoverishment is of such degree that the mothers’ rigid 
defenses against their own inner or instinctive urges and against the total 
demands of society leave them little freedom or flexibility of personality to help 
their offspring deal constructively and effectively with the increasing social 
demands placed upon their growing young minds. This results in an addict's 
social inheritance of poor integrative capacities; that is, a defective integration 
into the psyche of both internal and external demands. 

The following five excerpts of cases give some idea of the rigid defenses, such 
as rationalizations, which are met in our intake when patients are ostensibly 
seeking help (see attached mimeographed material). The case of Mr. A. which 
follows the five excerpts is an example of a typical resistant case in intake 
but which eventually responded, and is now abstinent from drugs for over 2 years 


Summary and classification of total referrals to Provident Hospital medical 
counseling Clinic, for the period Jan. 1 to Dec. 31, 1954 


(1953 total, 180 


Per- 
cent 


I. TOTAL NUMBER OF REFERRALS 
(151 
Current addi 
Self or family. Postaddicted 
Social agencies... 3 { Preaddicted 
Courts g 
Hospitals. J 3 ’ V. MARITAT 
Physicians jaime “ 6 
Hospital, Lexington. ---- ‘ 7 Married 
Other _- eh ; ; 3 Sing} 
Separated 
ll. AGE CATEGORIES AND NUMBERS Divorced 
W idowed 
Under 15__. ; P 
15 to 16 5 VI. STATED RELIGIONS 
17 to 18_- aininineans 
i} to @ = - : 2 Protestant 
21 to 25 : . 74 51 Roman Catholi 
2h to 30 : . q Hehrew 
31 to 35 pean einige Other 
36 and over.__-.- ‘ : 2 None 
> 


Til. SEY CLASSIFICATION VII. ALLEGED EWPLOYMENT STATUS 


Maule _. ; 13 Employed 
Female ‘ Students ! 
Unemployed 12) 


1 The difference in number of referrals during 1954 can be attributed largely to the greater number of pos 
addict referrals, in which there has been a relatively larger investment of productive treatment bour 
case. In addition, a total of 70 old cases were reopened in intake in 1954 

? Only 53 percent of these currently addicted patients were successfully referred for withdrawal treat 
This compares with 90 percent in 1953. 
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Yearly report on case activity, medical counseling clinic, Provident Hospital and 
Training School, Jan. 1, 1954-Dec. 31, 1954 





Cases cneried over (TIGER WARE FONE ft cata nnewonscacseciunannnmnanan 17 
pe Si sf ee ee ee OE a 151 
SITE sess ncteecesi\y scencicineanaicounastiehiniaaienhteahissan nici dme dace omanagceeoeeieenen icianaapnaeiaaE adamant 65 
ari aaa ane ee elias eatin enema 49 
INET. CIID 5c ssp hnomenegr eae sliattras igeioneeiaeenadenel ou iapek bel Aienisieds ipteniaatlaPp an 20 
naa ccomeaeappeebeeeaiianadition rennet taeminagemeeaiemmcamaaaaia 17 
es aie RRA SE SRR id a RR Th AN Mas yt Sten aa LE AE 0 
cess careers so pogescn terete sengeies orenenanen es goo eeki aeeeeee aetna 70 

NT, CI RU cic s ce sheen ncegeie hoster tsiedltdeanidlnacipdbimmbaocineceyone 298 
SII, CON ii ip een ite easier ua dali ansghcomerianageeasanpecancomsanis teeunimaiomaaaniaiaiijabenate 1 
a ana i etic et hielo niaipnpinioaene wiiette 205 

CT,” OUI NI eo cl a eee abpeinn anche adioiaataneamiath 4 
TS IN risa cccerasiic astra aaresecgacidbinpamabinnansanimiensiilish 201 
Gases COtTIes OTGr: CO CeO eit ie tentitincecscoetmtnnmenmwnaaees 92 
TI SO esccact cies tc tai 55 
I A Ni a I a i a 37 


ANALYSIS OF REFERRALS 
Addiction status: 








Cnn Une 0 ae a ceed 51 
I cencipresscee sian ciel hiladasaaeiandaatat 88 
PGRN EE 4 02 Se ee eee ee oh oe ee 12 
Disposition by staff: 
Orientation to Lexington (referral completed) -—-...........-..--...-_ 25 
Orientation to Lexington (no followthrough)-~.--.-.-..-.______________ 16 
eNO ois i i Pee Ie ee ak 110 
TIN or oa apadnine saad ees 316 
Women) “hivtienesa sh 2 5s a eo cian tiacekitad se 15 
CORR TERI SCPOONINE i. ei ce idtaiccicititec ican eienaaiee as 14 
Se Rie TCR CIIINE DP cricctactrdearsa seid atitccictttinen atbndicspeame cians 119 
Collaterals: 
I iii ent ea ap Sieclcrcaba renee hes ha oe ie 47 
Riis pice ate eae uaa cic Riis Cie nan eet 2 73 
Crivntation prebram. coming oon soi cei ee caiseniaamaswiliice 55 
Se cra acacia ee ae acti cl ai aN a oe oie) 22 
iti einesisecsncncanisthscteneyisscaieasctaaataitsctlal aisicalcceqctabenags cialis sali 7 
UE initia ces a ko ei 2 
Se ietiasneihcteviesiheoninseicipiiiha ati lclc ides a iatonca ihe Alain ide cial eat nian ait 13 
CRE RC a esiciitstcinithieieciii siti i ian eal 45 
BOICIICG } BONG in eee ee he ee 10 
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Case Briers 


A CAPSULED EXPERIENCE WITH REHABILITATION OF NARCOTIC DEUG ADDICTS 


The Medical Counseling Clinic, Dr. Walter A. Adams, clinic director, Provident 
Hospital and Training School, Chicago, IL. 


MEASURABLE 
ADDICTION IN CHICAGO 


a @ 
avesvwesero" 
e -—_—--* 
we hengn ge e* 


-—_ 
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Total Male and Pemale Narcotic Offenders, “* Chisaeo, 
Distributed Racially and Compared by Year of Birth, j 


——=s Total Males WH. . Total Females 
2 Negro Males Ne P, 

; gro Females 

=---:White Males _ White Females 


(a) NS 5556 
() Data taken from the card files of the Narcotic Bureau of the Chicago Police 


ta for the two-year veriod of the Bureau's existence Nov. 1950 te 














4412 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Case No. 220 


= “imate male, Negro, single, Protestant, 2 years of high school, unem- 
ployed. 

Period of addiction : 1947 to April 14, 1953; no withdrawal over 5-year period. 

Drug intake: 5 to 6 caps; frequency : 2 to 3 times daily ; cost: $18 per day. 

Referred to clinic by Selective Service System. Admitted addiction. Felt he 
could not manage to continue supporting habit, but passively accepts situation, 
violently rejected plan for hospitalization, but willing to come to clinic to see 
what it can do for him. 

Sees hospitalization at Lexington as being locked up, imprisoned (something 
that a hostile, punitive society is doing to him). 

Patient refused hospitalization but agreed to return to clinic. 

Patient failed second appointment and did not respond to followup letter. 


Case No. 272 


A 27-year-old male, Negro, separated, Catholic, seventh grade, unemployed. 

Period of addiction: 1948 to June 30, 1953; withdrawal: Manteno, 1950 and 
1951, United States Public Health Service Hospital, Lexington, 1952. 

Drug intake: 3 caps; frequency: 6 to 7 times daily; cost: no cost, patient 
peddler. 

Patient came to clinic accompanied by his mother, apparently more to satisfy 
her in her interest to have him cured rather than any real interest in formal 
treatment. 

Rejected clinic services as he felt no one could help a narcotic addict unless 
that person had used drugs or was currently a user. He claimed that Isbell of 
United States Public Health Service Hospital “took drugs just to see what effect 
it had.” 

After several interviews during which worker attempted to interpret to patient 
the need for hospitalization, patient readily admitted his helplessness and un- 
successful attempts to withdraw himself. He agreed to go to Lexington. 

Upon receipt of authorization patient refused to come to clinic to get letter. 
Attempted to verbalize his success at self-withdrawal. Approximately a month 
later mother of patient called, relating that family had arranged for private 
physician to withdraw patient. At present she feels patient is again using drugs 
as a result of differences with sister, brother-in-law, and other members of 
family. 


Case No. 336 


A 21-year-old male, Negro, single, Catholic, 3 years of high school, unemployed. 

Period of addiction : 1949 to November 11, 1953; withdrawal: Fort Worth, 1950, 
Riverside Hospital, New York City, abrupt, home three times. 

Drug intake: 5 to 8 caps; frequency: 4 times daily; cost: $30 plus per day. 

Patient came to clinic primarily due to the persuasion of a local politician 
who is a close friend of patient’s mother and stepfather. He rejected hospitali- 
zation, was desirous of prescribing own terms of treatment. 

His rationalization against hospitalization at Lexington based on his alleged 
need to assist his mother in court action against her husband who “knocked her 
downstairs of 63d and Cottage ‘L’ station in jealous rage and took my mother’s 
$2,000 ring and $150 watch.” Patient felt stepfather was trying to put his 
mother in a mental institution because court allegedly ordered psychiatric exam- 
ination for mother. 

Patient refused to accept clinic assistance, except on his own terms. Was in- 
formed that clinic could not help him as long as he insisted on dictating his own 
terms of treatment. 

Worker was contacted by mother of patient on numerous occasions regarding 
patient. She came to clinic to obtain application for patient after a period of 
better than a month during which patient continuously postponed going to Lex- 
ington. He was arrested and given 6 months in house of correction. 

Case No. 377 

A 26-year-old male, Negro, divorced, Catholic, 2 years of high school, un- 
employed. 

Period of addiction: 1950 to February 4, 1954; withdrawal: Abrupt, county 
jail, 1952. 

Drug intake: 2 caps; frequency: 2 to 3 times daily; cost: $4 to $6 per day. 

Patient referred by Selective Service System. 

Felt he might like to kick his habit but was uncertain about Lexington. 
Claimed “pressing business.” Said daughter was ill with a skin ailment and 








ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 4413 


needed a special diet. Patient, however, was divorced from wife, who is man- 
aging adequately. Patient living with another woman who is supporting him 

Patient refused hospitalization. Agreed to contact 
Lexington. 

Patient has not contacted clinic and failed to respond to followup letter 

The above cases were meant merely to illustrate the rigid defense structure 
erected by the addict. A majority, however, do have sufficient strength of char- 
acter to be reached through the proper relationship and helped toward positive 
and healthful growth. Case No. 268 is fairly representative of the typical 
impulse character who has responded to services in the Medical Counseling Clinic 
of Provident Hospital: 

Mr. A is a single, 6-foot, 152-pound medium brown-skinned Negro male, who 
at the time of his first appearance at the clinic was 25 years of age. He had 
been referred by the local selective service beard for an evaluation of his addic- 
tion status and for possible treatment if indicated. 

The physical examination gave negative results, showing an old appendectomy 
scar, pes planus, and antecubital scars attributable to narcotic injections. Mr. 
A’s education had extended through 3 years of hich school, and a gross evalua- 
tion of his intellectual capacity revealed him to be adequate in this area 

Early family background showed that Mr. A was an illegitimate child, reared 
by parental surrogates who did not provide adequate nurture or wholesome 
training necessary. There was some predelinquent behavior by this patient 
around ages 12 and 13, when he engaged in numerous gang activities in this 
neighborhood. However, he reportedly experienced no arrests until 1951 when 
he was picked up on loitering narcotic charges and then again in 1952 for burg- 
lary which was related to the use of drugs also. 

When Mr. A was first seen in this clinic on June 22, 1953, he was apparently 
addicted at the time of his interview. However, he had a need at that time to 
deny physical addiction. His reaction to the referral to our clinic was that it 
was done by the selective service board in order for him to seek help. At the 
same time he was rather frank in rejecting our efforts to help him, indicating to 
us that he was bent on an independent course of action. 

He was cooperative in the initial interview, soft spoken, and “noddy,” indi- 
cating to the therapist that this patient was most likely under the influence of 
some sedation at that time. Mr. A admitted smoking marihuana at the age of 
15, motivated by curiosity and adventure; then, at the age of 21 he took heroin 
injections which were incident to the loss of a girl friend who seemingly re- 
jected him in favor of returning to relatives in New York City. This patient 
had had 4 withdrawals for physical addiction: 1 at the United States Public 
Health Service Hospital at Lexington in 1950 when he left the hospital after 10 
days against medical advice. Other withdrawals were experienced in Toledo, 
Ohio, Cook County jail, and finally at the house of correction in 1952. <A review 
of Mr. A’s addiction history revealed that appreciable amounts of heroin were 
necessary for him; i. e., 3 shots a day at the rate of 4 caps per shot. 

At intake staffing Mr. A was classified tentatively as a pseudopsychopathic 
type of personality with sensuousness, narcissism, asocial conduct, dependency, 
and chronic drug use with physical addiction. 

The case of Mr. A has been active in this clinic since it was first opened on 
June 22, 1953. In the course of this time, he has been seen a total of 12 times 
by the therapist; 7 were clinic visits, and the remaining 6 were visits which the 
worker made in the field. Mr. A’s initial contact with the clinie reflects the 
usual pattern of most of the patients coming to this clinic; he was inclined to 
play the usual game of “cat and mouse” wherein he would keep one clinic ap 
pointment and then fail the next. He would not volunteer any excuses for 
having broken appointments, and the therapist did not make an issue of them 
by pressing him for a reason. The beginning relationship was a supportive 
one in which the worker attempted to identify with the healthier parts of 
patient’s personality and to attempt to meet his concrete needs with job referrals 
which was his principal problem at the time. 

Mr. A broke off contact with the clinic temporarily after the third visit, and 
it was felt that this was attributable to the fact that the job referrals by our 
agency were unproductive. However, during the three clinic visits sufficient 
rapport was established with Mr. A to give the therapist the feeling that the 
patient would return. The patient had to continue to deny his addiction al- 
though he negatively sought help for it. The patient at that time wanted to be 
characterized as a drug user rather than a drug addict and sought refuge in 
the fact that he had been able to cut down his daily consumption of drugs to 


clinic when ready for 
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1 to 2 caps per night. Although wanting to be considered a drug user, he 
would say “I can kick the habit by myself.” His “confidence” bad been built up 
from his previous “successes.” 

In the supportive role which the clinic maintained we were able to evince from 
patient some evidences of strength of character. In one session he had indi- 
cated to the worker a warm feeling for a maternal aunt of whom he remarked 
“she attended my baptism and knows me like a book.” Exploration around the 
aunt’s personality revealed that she had fairly good social and ethical stand- 
ards. In this connection it could then be assumed by worker that this patient 
had formed some incorporation of an adult with positive values. 

Another indication of some strength of character was revealed when patient 
said that he was using an alias “Mr. X” in order to help him find work. The 
adoption of the alias was an attempt on the part of Mr. A to conceal his arrest 
for burglary the preceding year, and he was fearful of a record being built up 
around name Mr. A. 

After the third clinic visit Mr. A failed to return to the clinic for a period of 
approximately 2 months. In the interim he had obtained a job in a bakery 
making $60 per week and had left the home of his uncle who became too critical 
of patient’s drug use. When Mr. A did return to the clinic, he did so without 
an appointment and came to appease his landlady who, patient said, was going 
to allow him to stay in her house and attempt to kick the habit “cold turkey.” 
This was Mr. A’s first informal admission of being addicted. Still not identified 
with patient around his means of helping himself but supporting him with respect 
to his objective, the therapist suggested that patient return for an evaluation 
of his success or failure by that time. 

If there were failure Mr. A was to file an application for admission into 
United States Public Health Service Hospital at Lexington. By this time Mr. 
A’s current consumption of heroin had been stepped up from 5 to 10 caps per 
day depending upon the money he had available. 

Mr. A failed to keep his appointment and allowed another 2-month period to 
elapse before recontacting the clinic. The patient admitted that his 2-week 
attempt at self-withdrawal had failed, and that he had returned to work at 
the bakery. Impulsively he had quit his job at the bakery today in order to 
fill out an application and go to Lexington, knowing full well that he would 
have to be put on the waiting list before being admitted into the hospital. 

Facing a 2-week wait before admission to Lexington and not having a job, 
Mr. A found himself in a destitute condition which occasioned the clinic having 
to help him around these needs pending a receipt of a letter of authorization 
from the hospital at Lexington. 

Mr. A spent a period of. 4 months and 15 days at Lexington, having entered 
there via the “bluegrass” arrangement. Mr. A returned to Chicago on a Sunday 
and the following Tuesday presented himself again at the clinic. Although his 
concrete needs at that time were to find a job and a suitable place to live, he 
was able to contribute enough of himself to discussing problems of an intangible 
nature related to life and his philosophy thereof. The therapist, in testing the 
relationship, felt that it was sufficiently developed to follow through an opening 
which Mr. A made concerning his being “too proud to see you for carfare in order 
to look for a job. That’s an old problem with me, I guess—pride.” 

Mr. A was able to help in the formulation of an equation of false pride with 
the lack of self-esteem, and he was further able to relate an overabundance of 
self-love with a lack of self-esteem. The patient was able to understand also 
how self-love was not completely compatible with the releasing of one’s affec- 
tions to others (libido) ; that this releasing of affection toward others would 
occasion the release of affection from others to him, and thereby bring about 
self-esteem. 

Mr. A was also helped to understand how his false pride was connected with 
an attempt on his part to “fight ghosts” of parent persons or others in authority ; 
that is, carrying a chip on his shoulder—all of which was unrealistic and un- 
rewarding—unrewarding in the sense that hostility was never directed at the 
causative factor underlying the patient’s negative reaction. In three subsequent 
clinie visits the relationship was used in order to help patient to substitute still 
more positive values in his value system in place of the negative and unrewarding 
values. 

After several fruitless weeks of job seeking, Mr. A was able to fall sufficiently 
dependent therapeutically on therapist and become less anxious and fearful 
concerning prospects of unemployment (loss). Following this he accepted a 
tendered referral for pastoral guidance, declining a referral to a welfare agency. 
A letter received bv the therapist shortly thereafter read as follows: 
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“Dear Mr. ——-: I sincerely hope that this letter will find you enjoying the 
best of health. As for myself, I couldn’t be any better off. For God has put 
His arms around me and I just want to tell you the reason why we couldn't find 
a job. That reason was because He wasn’t ready for me to go to work. If you 
know God and His ways then I’m sure that you will be able to understand me 
And you can believe me when I tell you that Iam happy. (You see, | was dead 
and now I am alive) (smile). I found that some people really do care and I 
count you among them. I just want to let you know where I am, and why ! 
didn’t come back. Give my best regards to the young lady (secretary) (smile 
I am, 

“Sincerely yours, 
es A 


Mr. A has become deeply engrossed in a course of Bible study at a nearby 
church, and has become employed as assistant chef in the dining room or mess- 
hall of the mission which is connected with the church. The attention, recog 
nition, and approbation which he receives have brought a tremendous change in 
Mr. A to the extent that he is now a very outgoing, affable individual; a perso 
who now seeks to help others who are in difficulties and with less concern with 
his own predicament than before. 

The patient has cultivated the friendship of a girl, and at one of the therapist's 
visits at the church introduced him to her. After the introduction, the patient 
stated in an aside, “She once was out on the street but learned that there's noth- 
ing out there you can hang onto; she found herself finally in the church.” 

There is no indication that Mr. A has returned to the use of drugs since his 
return from Lexington and from all Indications he is symptom free. He no 
longer has free-floating anxiety and the attitude of futility which had at first 
characterized his behavior when we knew him at intake in June 1953. 

The case of Mr. A demonstrates the real meaning of “going along with the 
patient.” It also shows the special needs on the part of the therapist for objec- 
tivity and understanding which is geared to the proper empathy with such nega- 
tively motivated characters. A variety of resources were available and the 
therapist attempted to meet the immediate needs, as interpreted by the patient, 
at any given time. Distractive focusing on patient by the untimely imposing 
of realistic goals and determinants of society, before the relationship 
allows for it, helps to erect insurmountable pillars of frustration which end in 
hostility and rejection of the therapist, thus closing the doors to further growth 
and rehabilitation in the formal treatment situation. 


(For reference to various aspects of the pastoral approach, see under IX: 
Pastoral Therapy, infra.) 


Senator Danret. Two reports have been submitted to this commit- 
tee which will be included in the appendix. One is entitled “The 
Status of Narcotic Addiction in the United States” by Dr. Lois Hig- 
gins, director, crime prevention bureau, Chicago, Il., and is the edited 
version of her remarks before the national American biology teacher 
meeting in Boston. The other is a report submitted by A. L. Cornet, 
M. D., Chicago, II. 

(The document entitled “The Status of Narcotic Addiction in the 
United States” may be found in the appendix at p. 4471. The report 
submitted by A. L. Cornet, M. D., may be found in the appendix at 
p. 4475.) 

Senator Dantet. Is Joseph Calhoun here? Joseph Calhoun. 

Jesse Alexander? Jesse Alexander? 

Are there any other law-enforcement officials or officers of the State, 
city, or Federal Government whom we have not called to the stand ¢ 
All right. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give this 
subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth. 7 nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Avexanper. I do. 

Senator DanieL. You may be seated. 

71515—56—pt. 916 
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TESTIMONY OF JESSE ALEXANDER, ACCOMPANIED BY FRANK 
OLIVER, ATTORNEY 


Senator Danrev. Will you state your name? 

Mr. ALExanper. Jesse Alexander. 

Senator Dante. Where do you live? 

Mr. ALexanpber. 4523 Forrestville Avenue. 

Senator Dante.. And will you identify yourself, sir 

Mr. Outver. My name is Frank Oliver. I am here as counsel for 
Mr. Alexander. 

Senator Daniev. Are you the same Jesse Alexander who was con- 
victed of narcotics law violations in 1941 ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 19414 

Senator DanteL. Yes. 

Mr. ALExANDER. What address ! 

Senator DaNntreEL. What! 

Mr. ALexanper. Have you got an address there? 

Senator Danrer. Well, were you committed to a Federal correc- 
tional institution at Milan, Mich. ? 

Mr. ALexanper. Do you mean “Millan” or M-i-l-a-n, Milan? 

Senator Danren. Well, either way. Do you know what I am asking 
you? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I think so. 

Senator Dantet. Well, are you the same Jesse Alexander that was 
given 2 years and committed to that institution ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. In 1941? 

Senator Danrev. In 1941. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Did you serve that 2 years? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. And what was that for? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Conspiracy. 

Senator Dantets. To sell narcotics? 

Mr. ALExANDER. Not to sell narcotics. 

Senator DanieL. What was it to do? 

Mr. ALExANpeR. Conspiracy with narcotic peddlers. 

Senator Daniex. Allright. Did you serve the 2 years? 

Mr. ALExANDER. Yes; I did. 

Senator Dante. Then did you get back into the narcotics traffic? 

Mr. ALexanper. I don’t quite understand you. 

Senator Dante. Were you arrested again in 1950, and convicted 
again for the possession of narcotics? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 1951; wasn’t it? 

Senator Daniet. Well, you were arrested in 1950, this record shows, 
and charged with the possession of narcotics. When were you con- 
victed the next time? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 1952. 

Mr. Gasque. Mr. Counsel, will you face the committee, please? 

Mr. Outver. Yes; I will. (Turning half round in chair.) 

Mr. Gasque. And will you put your feet straight under the table— 
this way? Thank you. 

(Counsel sits up straight facing chairman.) 

Senator DanteL. What was your answer ? 

Mr. Atexanper. I didn’t get that last. 
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Senator Dante.. I say, when was the next time after 1951 that you 
were convicted on a narcotics charge ¢ 

Mr. ALExanpeR. I refuse to answer that. 

Senator Danie... Well, 1 am going to ask you if you are the one 
and the same person who was conv icted for possession of narcotics ¢ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Danre.. And given a3 years’ sentence / 

Mr. ALExanpeER. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Danrez. I order you to answer that question. I am trying 
to identify whether or not you are one and the same person whose 
record I am reading from. You have already been convicted of it. 

Mr. Atexanper. I refuse to answer on the ground I might be in- 
criminated. 

Senator Dantex. I want to explain this to you, you have the right 
to claim the fifth amendment whenever you honestly feel that a truth- 
ful answer to the question would tend to incriminate you. I am asking 
you an identifying question now, as to whether or not you are one 
and the same person who has already served a sentence in the peniten- 
tiary. 

Mr. Atexanver. I refuse to answer that on the ground I might be 
incriminated. 

Senator Dantev. If I am right in saying that you should answer 
the question, and you refuse to answer it, you would be subject to a 
contempt citation by the United States Senate, do you understand 
that? 

Mr. Avexanner. I think so. 

Senator Danret. You think you understand that? 

Mr. Atexanpver. (No answer.) 

Senator Dantet. With that explanation in mind, I say, do you 
think you understand that? 

Mr. ALEexanpveRr. I refuse to answer, I might be incriminating my- 
self.” 

Senator Dante.. My question is, do you understand my explanation 
of what 
Mr. ALEXANDER. I refuse to answer that, I might incriminate my- 
self. 

Senator Danret. Let me be sure that you understand what I am 
asking you. 

Mr. Otrver. Senator, I wonder if I could consult with my client ? 

Senator Dantrex. He may consult with you, but not you with him. 

Mr. Outvrr. Maybe he will ask me to consult with him. 

Senator Dante. All right. I want to be sure that you understand 
what I have explained to you, and that is that if I am right in saying 
that you cannot claim the ‘fifth amendment on some of these questions, 
and that you should go on and answer them, I will order you to 
answer them, and if you fail or refuse to answer, and I am right in 
ordering you to do so, you would be subject to contempt proceedings 
by the United States Senate for refusing to answer. Do you under- 
stand that? 

Mr. Arexanper. [ still refuse to answer. 

Senator DanirrL. You mean you refuse to tell me whether you un- 
derstand that or not? 

Mr. Arexanper. May I have a word with my counsel ? 

Senator Dante. Yes, you may consult your counsel. 
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( Witness consults with counsel.) 

Mr. Ouiver. Will you repeat the question ? 

Senator DanreL. My question was whether you understand my 
explanation to you. 

r. Ottver. Thank you. 
Witness consults with counsel. ) 

Senator Danie. Are you ready to answer ? 

Mr. Oxtver. Will you ask the question again, Senator ? 

Senator Dantex. Yes, the question was whether or not you under- 
stand my explanation to you that you might be — to a contempt 
citation by the United States Senate, and to a trial and punishment 
for refusing to answer, if I am right in ordering you to answer. Do 
you understand that ? 

Mr. ALExAnpbeER. I think so. 

Senator Danret. All right. Now, I will ask you the question over 
again, whether or not you are one and the same person who was 
convicted of the offense of the sale of narcotics, and who served at 
Milan, Mich., beginning in 1952, a 3-year sentence, and then later 
sent to Leavenworth, Kans., for 3 years on another narcotics charge? 

Mr. ALExANpER. May I have a word with my counsel, please ? 

Senator Danret. At any time you may lean over and consult with 
counsel. 

Mr. Ottver. Thank you, Senator. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALExanper. I refuse to answer that question, because it might 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Gasqur. Counsel, do you understand what the Senator—— 

Senator Danrex. Let me go ahead. I think counsel understands— 
what did you have in mind, tell me ? 

(Counsel confers with Senator Daniel.) 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Ottver. As I understood it, the last question was whether he 
was the same person ; is that correct ? 

Senator Danret. One and the same person who was convicted again 
in 1952 for sale of narcotics. 

Mr. Ottver. That is the question. Are you one and the same 
person ? 

Mr. Aexanper. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Dantzx. I order you to answer. 

Mr. ALExAnveR. I refuse to answer because it might incriminate me. 

Senator Danrex. Do you understand why I ordered you to answer 
it, because I do not think it is a privileged question and, therefore, 
I am ordering you to answer it, and you understand if I am right 
the chances that you are taking, do you? 

Mr. Atexanper. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Dantet. I say, do you understand that ? 

Mr. ALexanper. On account it might incriminate me. 

Senator Dantex. I say, do you understand my explanation of the 
chances you are taking when I order you to answer the question ? 

Mr. Atexanper. I still refuse to answer. 


E Senator Dantet. You refuse to tell me whether you understand it; 
0 you? 
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Mr. Atexanover. I refuse to answer on account it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danrex. You refuse to tell me whether you understand the 
Se ;is that right? 

Mr. Avexanver. I still refuse to answer. 

Senator Danret. How old are you? 

Mr. ALExanper. Forty-four. 

Senator Danrex. All right. 

Mr. Counsel, don’t volunteer anything. 

Mr. Ottver. I am not volunteering answers, sir. 

Senator Dante. I heard you tell him to say something. 

Mr. Ottver. I spoke his name, I was hoping he might ask for a 
conference with me. 

Senator Dantret. Anyway, as I say, we cannot run these proceed- 
ings any other way except for the client to seek advice when he wants 
to. 

All right, how old are you? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Forty-four. 

Senator Danret. What kind of business have you been engaged in 
in the last year? 

Mr. ALExANpeER. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danrev. Do you have a family? 

Mr. Atexanper. A family? 

Senator Danret. A family. Are you married? 

Mr. Atexanver. Yes, I am married. 

Senator Danten. Do you have any children? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. One. 

Senator Danrex. Do you live here in Chicago with them? 

Mr. ALexanper. I don’t live with them. 

Senator Dantet. Where do you live? 

Mr. Atexanper. May I have a word with my counsel, please? 

Senator Dante. I told you any time you want to consult your 
counsel, you may do it. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Ottver. Now, will you give him the question again? 

(Reporter reads :) 

Where do you live? 


Mr. Avexanper. I think he got that already. 

Senator Dante. No; where do you live? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 4323 Forrestville. 

Senator Danret. Where does your wife and child live? 

Mr. ALExanver. Well, I refuse to answer that because I may be 
incriminating myself. 

Senator Dante... Do you honestly believe that a truthful answer to 
that question might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Atexanper. That is right. 

Senator Dante. Speak - 

Mr. ALexanper. I still refuse to answer any question pertaining to 
the subpena which might incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. You mean you are not going to answer any ques- 
tions I ask you? 

Mr. Atexanver. I didn’t say any questions—that question. 








4420 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Senator Danret. What do you mean by “pertaining to the sub- 
pena”? 

Mr. Avexanper. I refuse to answer the question, because it might 
incriminate me. 

Senator Danrev. Do you understand my question was what do you 
mean by saying “pertaining to the subpena”? Do you understand 
that that is the question ? 

(No answer. ) 

Senator DanreLr. What did you mean when you said “pertaining 
to the subpena,” a minute ago, refusing to answer any questions per- 
taining to the subpena? 

Mr. Atexanper. That question. 

Senator Danrev. Do you mean any questions pertaining to the sub- 
pena you are going to refuse to answer ¢ 

(Mr. Alexander nods head negatively.) 

Senator Danrev. Speak up. The reporter can’t see you shaking 
your head, he can’t hear that. He has to write something down. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. May I have a word with counsel ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Dante. All right, give us your answer. 

Mr. Atexanver. Would you give that question to me again ? 

Senator Dantex. All right. I will ask you again whether or not 
you intend to refuse to answer any questions pertaining to this sub- 
pena? 

Mr. AtexAnpver. Not all questions. 

Senator Danrex. All right. I will ask you if you were convicted 
in 1952 on a narcotics charge, if you are one and the same person as 
the Jesse Alexander who was so convicted ? 

Mr. Atexanper. I refuse to answer that. It might incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. I think you have waived any right—Mr. Counsel, 
please, please do not do that. Please don’t say anything while I am 
asking a question, or before he asks you for advice or counsel. 

I am asking you—a moment ago you voluntarily said in response 
to a question that you thought the next time you were convicted was 
in 1952. I am just simply trying to identify the witness before us. 
You volunteered that. I think I am entitled to this information. 
and that the committee is, and I order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Atrexanper. May I have a conference with counsel? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Atexanper. Would you give me the question again? 

(Record read by reporter as follows :) 


I am asking you—a moment ago you voluntarily said in response to a ques- 
tion that you thought the next time you were convicted was in 1952. I am 
just simply trying to identify the witness before us. You volunteered that. I 
think I am entitled to this information, and that the committee is, and I order 
you to answer the question. 


Senator Danret. And the question was whether or not you are the 
one and the same Jesse Alexander who was convicted in 1952 of a nar- 
cotics violation ? 

Mr. ALexanver. 1952? Yes, I was. 

Senator Dante. And what did that violation—was that for selling 
narcotics ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. May I have a conference with counsel ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 
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Mr. Onrver. 1-don’t think the witness understands that if he wants 
to talk to me he has to tell you. 

Senator Dantex. All you have to do, if you want advice or counsel 
from your lawyer is to just simply turn to him and seek his advice. 
You don’t have to ask me a thing in the world. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALexanpEeR. What was the last question ¢ 

Senator Danre.. Whether or not you were convicted, what were 
you convicted of, was it for the sale of narcotics ‘ 

Mr. ALexanper. No; it wasn’t for the sale. 

Senator Danie. What was it for ¢ 

Mr. ALExaNnper. I thought it was for possession. 

Senator Danrev. And did you serve time in Leavenworth, Kans., 
on that charge ¢ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Wait. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Atexanper. Yes, I did. 

Senator Danie. How many years did you serve ¢ 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Danre.. Your answer? 

Mr. Atexanper. Three years. 

Senator Dante.. How long was it after you got out of Leavenworth 
before you got back into selling narcotics ¢ 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I refuse to answer that, because it might incrimi 
nate me. 

Senator Danrex. Well, are you selling heroin here in Chicago now ¢ 

Mr. ALeExanpeR. I refuse to answer that; it might incriminate me. 

Senator Dante... Are you selling marihuana here in Chicago now ¢ 

Mr. Atexanper. | refuse to answer that, because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danrev. Did you tell the officers who served you with the 
subpena, “Why didn’t you wait a week, I would have been in Mexico”? 

Mr. ALExaANpeR. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danre.. You honestly think that a truthful answer to that 
question might tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I refuse to answer that, because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danrev. I am simply asking if you are in good faith in 
saying a truthful answer to that might tend to incriminate you. 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Atexanper. Will you give me that question ? 

(Reporter reads :) 


I am simply asking if you are in good faith in saying a truthful answer to that 
might tend to incriminate you. 


Mr. Oxiver. That was with regard to the previous question, Senator. 
Would you mind reading the previous question ? 

Senator Danret. That was in regard to the previous question which 
is whether or not you told the officer who subpenaed you, “Why didn’t 
you wait a week and I would have been in Mexico?” 

Do you honestly believe that a truthful answer to that question 
might tend to incriminate you? 
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Mr. Atexanper. Would you give that, that I also said what! 


Senator Dantex. “Why didn’t you wait a week and I would have 
been in Mexico?” 


Mr. Atexanper. Yes, I told him that. 

Senator Dantex. Did you intend to go to Mexico? 

Mr. Atexanper. I just said Mexico. 

Senator Danrei. What did you tell the office that for ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I refuse to answer that, it might incriminate me. 

Senator Danteu. Did you intend to go to Mexico? 

Mr. AvexaNnper. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danrev. Did you ever buy heroin in Mexico? 

(Conference with counsel.) 

Mr. ALexaNnper. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danreu. Do you have a telephone? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALExaNnper. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Dante.. I am going to order you to answer the question. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I refuse to answer, because it might incriminate me. 

Senator Danrev. You understand when I order you to answer it 
the chances that you take, do you understand that ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I refuse to answer because it might incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. All right. Now, do you know about the cocaine 
shipment that was made from South America up to New York re- 
cently, about a $2 million shipment of cocaine? Were you called from 
New York about that shipment of cocaine? 

Mr. ALExaNpveR. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danrev. This was the largest shipment of cocaine in recent 
history, if not ever, in the history of our country, and we have tele- 
phone records which show that A. K. Salem in New York telephoned 


you with reference to the purchase of cocaine received from this South 
American shipment. 


Do you wish to deny that ? 

Mr. ALExaNnper. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know A. K. Salem? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Dantex. Now, let me tell you, my patience is worn as thin 
as I am going to let it get worn. If you want to counsel with your 
attorney any more, you bend over and talk to him, and ask him what 
you want to ask him. Do you understand ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. (No answer.) 

Senator Dante. Do you understand me? 

Mr. Avexanper. I think so. 

Mr. Outver. You told him if he looked at me that would be sufficient. 

Senator Dante.. I did not mean that, I said he can ask you for 
advice. He didn’t ask you for advice. He just sits back there and 
looks at you, and you wheel over to him and give him the advice before 


he opens his mouth, and I am not going to tolerate it any further. 
Do you know A. K. Salem? 


Mr. ALexanper. I refuse to answer. 
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Senator Dantex. If you want to counsel with your lawyer any more, 
you bend over and ask him what you want to ask him. Do you under 
stand ¢ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. (No answer.) 

Senator DanteL. Do you understand me? 

Mr. ALexanper. I think so. 

Senator Dantexv. In my whole experience on congressional commit 
tees I have never had a witness like you before me before, so far as 
absolute contempt is concerned. 

Do you know Richard Brown? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Otiver. He is bending over, Senator. 

Senator Danre.. He sure is, for the first time, and he is asking you 
a question first without you telling him anything, and that is the way | 
want it done. 

Mr. Ouiver. Lots of people aren’t familiar with the procedure in 
these investigations. 

Senator Dante. He is familiar now. 

Mr. Outver. I am not either. 

Senator Danret. He is familiar now, and he is doing what I told 
him. 

Mr. Outver. All right. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALExaNver. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Dantex. Did you ever call Tremont 7-0790 in New York! 

Mr. ALEexaNnper. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danie. Have you ever used telephone Atlantic 5-1330 in 
Chicago? 

Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Dantex. Go ahead and ask him anything you want to, 
ask your lawyer. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. What was that question ? 

Senator Dantev. I asked you, did you ever use Atlantic 5-1330 in 
Chicago? 

Mr. ALexanper. I refuse to answer that, it might incriminate me. 

Senator DanteL. Are you one of the biggest peddlers of heroin in 
town ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I refuse to answer that, because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Dantet: Are you known as Big Jesse who supplies most of 
the South Side with heroin here in Chicago? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Would you give me that question ? 

Senator Dante. Are you known as Big Jesse who supplies most 
of the heroin that goes to the South Side here in Chicago? 

Mr. ALexanper. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Dantev. Are you known as Big Jesse? 

Mr. Atexanper. I refuse to answer that, because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danrez. I order you to answer that question. 
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(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator DanteL. What is your answer? 

Mr. ALExANvER. Give me that question again. 

Senator DanteL. Are you known as Big Jesse? 

Mr. ALexanper. I refuse to answer that, because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Danret. You know I have ordered you to answer that 
question, don’t you? 

Mr. ALexanper. I refuse to answer, because it might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dantet. All right, you may stand aside. 

Mr. Gasque, you will turn this record over to the Department of 
Justice to see if the witness has been guilty of such contempt that he 
could be cited and tried. 

Just one minute. Come back to the stand just one more minute. 

Did you bring your income tax returns for 1951 through 1954? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Dante. Mr. Counsel, don’t volunteer anything to the wit- 
ness, please sit away from him until he asks you for help. 

Mr. Outver. He is leaning over here. 

Senator Dantex. Let him ask you for something. 

Mr. Ottver. I am doing the best I can. 

Senator Dantez. I know you are doing the best you can. Let him 
ask for what advice he wants. 

Mr. Oxtver. Lots of people in a tight spot don’t know what advice 
they want, they just struggle along. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALexanper. What is that question ? 

Senator Danret. I asked you did you bring your copies of your 
income-tax returns as ordered in the subpena ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Anything that I bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. I asked you did you bring them to the courthouse? 

Mr. AtexaNnper. I said anything what I might bring might in- 
criminate me. 

Senator Danrex. I will order you to answer me the question, “Did 
you bring the copies of your income-tax returns for 1951 through 1954, 
to this courthouse ? 

Mr. AvexAnper. Anything that I bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Dantet. I order you to answer the question whether or not 
you brought them here in response to this subpena. Answer yes or 
no, and then you can give any explanation you want. 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything I bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. Are you refusing to answer yes or no whether 
you brought them to the courthouse ? 

Mr. AvexaNnper. Anything I bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Dantex. I order you to answer yes or no whether you 
brought these income-tax returns to this courthouse where we are 
holding this committee hearing. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Give it to me again. 

Senator Danrev. I am ordering you to answer yes or no whether 
you brought the income-tax returns of 1951 through 1954 to this court- 
house as directed by the subpena. 
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Mr. Avexanper. Anything that I would bring in there might in- 
criminate me. 

Senator Dantex. I am asking you to answer yes or no whether you 
brought them, and then you can add any explanation you want. 

Mr. Avexanper. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Danret. Are you refusing to answer yes or no 

Mr. AvexaNper. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dante... All right. Did you bring your bank accounts, as 
directed by this subpena ¢ 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Danret. Answer the question, did you bring your bank 
accounts ? 

Mr. ALexaNnper. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dantex. I order you to answer yes or no whether you 
brought them. 

Mr. ALexanprer. Anything that I would bring there might incrim- 
nate me. 

Senator Dante,. Are you refusing to answer whether or not you 
brought the bank accounts to this courthouse ? 

Mr. ALExaNper. Anything that I bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. I am asking you, are you refusing to tell me 
whether or not you brought them to this committee hearing in the 
courthouse ? 

Mr. ALexaNnver. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dante.. Well, did you bring them ? 

Mr. ArexaNnper. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Danie. Do you refuse to tell me whether or not you 
brought them? I am not asking you, now, to present them. I am 
asking you, did you bring them to the courthouse ? 

Mr. ALexanper. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dante. Is that the only answer you are going to give 
tio—— 

Mr. Avexanper. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dante. Is that the only answer you are going to give to 
that question ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will you give me it ? 

Senator Danrex. Is that the only answer you are going to give to 
that question ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Senator Danret. That is positively the only answer you will give 
to that question ? 

Mr. Aexanpber. That is right. 

Senator Dantev. Even though I have ordered you to answer it ves 
or no, and then add such explanation or claim such rights as you wish, 
is that right? 
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Mr. Auexanper. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Danrex. Is that the only answer you are going to give to 
my question ¢ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Did you bring your financial statements as ordered 
by the subpena ? 

Mr. Arexanper. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Danrex. Did you bring them with you? I am not asking 
you for the statements, or to put them in the record, or to show 
them to me, I am just asking did you bring them to the courthouse ? 
As directed by this subpena ? 

Mr. Atexanper. I am telling you, anything I would bring might 
incriminate me. 

Senator Danrev. Is that the only answer you are going to give to 
the question ¢ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. I order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danrex. Do you refuse to answer the question ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Give it to me. 

Senator Dantet. Do you refuse to answer the question ? 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything I would bring in there might incriminate 
me. 

Senator DanreL. That is not the question. I have ordered you to 
answer “yes” or “no” as to whether you brought your financial state- 
ments to this courthouse ? 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danrez. Is that the only answer you are going to give to 
that question ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will you give it to me? 

Senator Danrex. I will. I am tired of repeating every question, 
though. It seems to me that if you want to get advice on the questions 
you can remember what the question is. Is that the only answer you 
are going to give to that question? 

Mr. Avexanver. That is the onliest one I know to give. 

Senator Danrex. That is the onliest one you know to give? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. I am ordering you to give the answer of “yes” or 

“no”—you either did or did not bring the financial statements called 
for to this courthouse, and I want you to know I am not asking for 
them in the record on this question, I am just wanting to know whether 
or not you brought them down here. 

Witness confers with counsel. ) 
enator DanreL. What is your answer ? 

Mr. Axexanper. I didn’t understand you, you have got to give it 
to me. 

Senator Dantev. I just want to know whether you brought tl ae fi- 
nancial statements and I have ordered you to answer “yes” or ‘ 
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Mr. Atexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danret. Well, does that mean you did not bring them 
with you? 

Mr. Autexanver. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danrex. I said, does that mean you did not bring them 
with you? 

Mr. ALExanverR. Anything I might bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. I said, does that mean you did not bring the fi- 
nancial statements with you! 

Mr. Avexanver. Anything that I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dantev. I order you to answer that question “yes” or “no,” 
and then give any explanation or any rights you might claim. 

Mr. ALexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Dantet. I ordered you to answer. I| am not talking about 
what you might bring. I am ordering you to answer “yes” or “no.” 
Does your answer mean that you did not bring the financial statements 
with you? 

Mr. ALexaNper. Any statements I would bring might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have any financial statements? 

Mr. ALExANpDER. I refuse to answer that on account it might in- 
criminate me. 

Senator Daniet. I order you to answer. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I refuse to answer, because it might incriminate 
me. 

Senator Dantex. Do you have any bank accounts? 

Mr. ALExanpeR. I refuse to answer that because it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Senator Dantex. Did you bring the bank accounts called for in this 
subpena ? 

Mr. AtexaNper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Dantex. I am just asking you if you brought them, I am 
not asking you to produce them. If I ask you to produce them, you 
can claim your privilege under the fifth amendment. If it is proper 
to claim it, we will rule on it then. I am just asking you a cir 
or not you brought to this courthouse—— : 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything 

Senator Danre.. Just a minute; let me finish the question. Did 
you bring to this courthouse any bank accounts, as called for in this 
subpena ¢ 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Dantex. I order you to answer that question “yes” or “no.” 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything I would bring sha incliminate me. 

Senator Dantet. Is that the only answer you are going to give me 
to that question ? 

( Witnese confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes; that is the only answer. 

Senator Dantev. Did you file an income-tax return in 1954? 

( Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALExANpeR. I refuse to answer that; it might incriminate me. 

Senator Danrev. Did you file an income-tax return in 1953? 


Mr. ALEXANDER. I refuse to answer that because it might incriminate 
me, 
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Senator Daniev. Did you file an income-tax return in 19524 

Mr. Auexanper. I refuse to answer that one, because it might in- 
criminate me. 

Senator Dante.. Now, I am going to ask you one more time about 
all the papers we called for in this subpena, and I am not asking that 
they be produced, or that you let the committee even see them, I just 
want to know if you brought them down here with you to show to 
your attorney, or to bring them here for this hearing as required by 
this subpena. 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danie. I am ordering you to answer the question I asked 
you to answer it “yes” or “no,” with any explanation that you might 
want to give. 

Mr. Avexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. I order you to answer “yes,” that you did bring all 
or some of these statements, or “no,” that you did not bring all or any 
of these statements. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ALExANpDER. Would you give it to me again ¢ 

Senator Danreu. I am asking you to say “yes” or “no”—I am not 
only asking you, but ordering you to say “yes” or “no” 

Mr. Avexanper. Anything I would bring 

Senator Danie. Wait just a minute. (Continuing:) “Yes” or 
“no,” that you did bring some of these statements or that you didn’t 
bring any of them. 

Mr. Avexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danrex. I order you to answer the question “yes” or “no. 

Mr. Atexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Daniev. Do you understand all I want to know is, did you 
bring them; do you have any such papers ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Danie. The time, I think, to claim your rights under the 
fifth amendment not to show any of these papers is after you let it be 
known whether you answered this subpena properly and brought 
them. Then you can claim the fifth amendment, if it is proper to do 
so; otherwise you can claim it when I ask you for some of these papers. 
I am just wanting to know, do you have any bank accounts, financial 
statements, account books, or copies of income tax returns? 

Mr. ALexanper. I refuse to answer because it might incriminate me. 

Senator Dante. I order you to answer it. 

Mr. Avexanper. I refuse to answer because it might incriminate me. 

Senator Danie.. Did you bring any of such papers to this court- 
house for this hearing. 

Mr. ALexanper. Anything I would bring might incriminate me. 

Senator Dantev. I order you to answer that question. 

Mr. ALexanper. I refuse to answer because it might incriminate me. 

Senator Dantev. All right; you may stand aside. 

Michael Battiesse. 

A Voice. Miss Johnson stepped out to get some lunch and said to 
call her. She is the lawyer for him. 

Senator DanreL. Where is Michael Battiesse ? 

The Voice. I will call her. 

Senator Dante... I want him, that is who I am interested in. 

The Vorcn. I am only answering for the lawyer. 








” 





I 
I 
] 
( 
( 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Senator Dantev. You can call her, but let’s get him in here. 
in this courtroom ¢ 

Let me have the original subpena for Jesse Alexander, and this 
subpena for Michael Battiesse with the services thereon, will be mad 
a part of the record. 

(The subpena is as follows :) 


OcToBeER JY, 1055 
I made service of the within subpena in person on the within-names Jesse 
Alexander, at 4323 Forrestville Avenue, first floor, Chicago, IL, at 11 o'clock a. m 
on the 29th day of October 1955. 
R. F. Curistopuer, Narcotics Agent 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


To Jesse Alexander, Chicago, Ill., Greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear befor: 
the Subcommittee on Improvements in the Federal Criminal Code of the Con 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate of the United States, on November 21, 1955 
at 10 o’clock a. m., at their committee room, district courtroom No. 224, United 
States courthouse, Clark and Jackson Streets, Chicago, Ill, then and there t 
testify what you may know relative to the subject matters under consideratior 
by said committee, and to bring with you all bank statements, financial state 
ments (showing assets or liabilities), and all account books relating to yourself 
or to any business in which you are or were engaged during the period 1951 to 
date; and copies of your income-tax returns for the years 1951 through 194 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 
in such cases made and provided. 

To Lee Speer, chief investigator, or any narcotic agent of the Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics, or any United States marshal, to serve and return 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 27th day of October in 
the year of our Lord Nineteen-hundred and fifty-five. 

Price DANTetr., 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Improvements in the Federal Criminal Cod: 


OctTorer 31, 1955 
I made service of the within subpena by hand to the within-named Michael 
Mattiesse, at 11th and State Streets station, Chicago, IL, at 6:15 o’clock p. m., 
on the 31st day of October 1955. 
LEE SPEER, 
Chief Investigator. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


To MicHaeE. Martrttesse, alias Mickey, Chicago, Ill., Greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear before the 
Subcommittee on Improvements in the Federal Criminal Code of the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the Senate of the United States, on November 21, 1955, at 
10 o’clock a. m., at their committee room, district courtroom No. 224, United 
States Courthouse, Chicago Ill., then and there to testify what you may know 
relative to the subject matters under consideration by said committee, and t 
bring with you all bank statements. financial statements (showing assets o 
liabilities), and all account books relating to yourself or to any business in which 
you are or were engaged during the period 1951 to date; and copies of your 
income-tax returns for the years 1951 through 1954. 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 
in such cases made and provided. 

To Lee Speer. chief investigator, or any narcotic agent of the Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics to serve and return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 31st day of October, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and fifty-five. 


PRICE DANIE!I 
Chairman. Subcommittee on Improt ements in the Federal Criminal Code 
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Senator Daniet. During this pause I want to thank all of the officers, 
Federal, State, county, and city, for their excellent assistance to us in 
preparing for these hearings and in the conduct of the hearings. 

I want to thank the members of the press for their coverage of the 
hearings, the public service they rendered, as well as the television and 
radio, and to all of you who have assisted us and borne with us through- 
out the hearings I want to express the appreciation of this committee. 

Michael Battiesse. 

Willie O'Dell Jones. 

Mr. Jones. Here. 

Senator Dante. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give—— 

Mr. Jones. I do, Senator. 

Senator DanreL. Just a moment—before this subcommittee of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Jones. IL do. I would like to wait until my attorney comes in. 
He was the one who made the telephone call. 

Senator Dantet. All right, you may wait for him. I was about to 
excuse you, but if you want to wait for him, you can do so. 

Richard Brown. Richard Brown. 

Mr. Love. I saw both of the Browns walking out with their attorney. 
J think they went out to eat. 

Senator DanieL. We are not going to wait for these people to eat, I 
will guarantee you that. 

Ruth Brown. Mr. Marshal, will you call Richard Brown and Ruth 
Brown. 

(Witnesses called by marshal.) 

Senator Danret. Will counsel identify themselves, please? 

Mr. Payne. I am Aaron Payne. I am his lawyer. This is Mr. 
Charles Carter, his accountant. All records are here that the com- 
mittee has subpenaed. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIE 0’DELL JONES, ACCOMPANIED BY AARON 
H. PAYNE, COUNSEL, AND CHARLES CARTER, ACCOUNTANT 


Senator Dantet. All right. Will youstate your name? 

Mr. Jones. Willie O’Dell Jones. 

Senator Danret. Where do you live? 

Mr. Jones. 6339 South Ellis Avenue. 

Senator Dantet. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Jonrs. About 5 years. 

Senator DanteL. Have you ever used heroin? 

Mr. Jonrs. No; I have not. 

Senator Danret. Have you ever sold any heroin? 

Mr. Jones. I have. 

Senator DanteL. How long ago? 

Mr. Jones. Well, that was back in the early thirties. 
ae Dantet. Have you ever sold any heroin since the early 
thirties ? 

Mr. Jones. The last time that I ever sold any was 1941 or 1942. 

senator Dantet. Weren’t you convicted on a narcotics charge in 
1943 % 
Mr. Jones. No, I believe that was 1942—1941 or 1942, 
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Senator Danrev. Did you serve a period of time on charges of 
possession of morphine? 

Mr. Jones. No, I got 2 years’ probation. 

Senator Dantev. Did you serve any of the time? 

Mr. Jones. No, I didn’t. 

Senator Danret, What business have you been in since you got out 
of prison ¢ 

Mr. Jones. Well, I went to work at the steel mills during the war, 
ind I left there, and I went out to Chrysler Co. and stayed out there 
until after V-J Day. In 1948 I went in the restaurant business, and 
[ am still in the restaurant business, 

Senator Danret. What is the name of your restaurant ? 

Mr. Jones. Streamline’s Bar B-Q. 

Senator Daniet. In 1951 were you working in a restaurant in 
Chicago? 

Mr. Jonrs. In 1951 I owned a restaurant. 

Senator Danret. The same restaurant? 

Mr. Jones. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danteu. Is that on 35th Street ? 

Mr. Jonrs. No, that was in 1951, I guess 

Senator Danret. Where was the restaurant ? 

Mr. Jones. That restaurant was at 220 East 35th Street; then I 
moved from there to 63d Street. 

Senator Dantet. Did you ever sell any heroin at the restaurant 
on 35th Street ? 

Mr. Jones. No, I did not. 

Senator Dantet. Did you know a man by the name of Hoff? 

Mr. Jones. I can’t recall now. 

Senator Dantet. Did you ever have Huff, or any other man, sell 
heroin for you? 

Mr. Jones. No, sir; I have not. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know Joe Bruno? 

Mr. Jones. I don’t know him, I just know him by the name you all 
called him today, but I have seen him. 

Senator Dantet. Did you have a concession at his drugstore? 

Mr. Jones. I did—but I didn’t know it was his drugstore. 

Senator Danret. What drugstore was it? 

Mr. Jones. Drexel Drug, 43d and Drexel. 

Senator Danret. What kind of a concession did you have? 

Mr. Jones. The food concession. 

Senator Dantret. Have you at any time since 1951 sold any heroin 
here? 

Mr. Jones. No; I have not. 

Senator Danteu. In Chicago? 

Mr. Jones. No; I have not. It wasn’t 1951, Senator, it was around 
about 1948, I believe it was 2 grains of morphine. 

Senator Dante. That is what you were convicted for? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. I got 2 years’ probation. 

Senator Dante. Have you ever seen any narcotic addicts since 
then? 

Mr. Jones. Well, I can’t say I have seen any addicts. I guess I 
have seen a lot of addicts since then. 

Senator Dantex. You haven’t sold anything to them? 

Mr. Jones. Definitely I have not. 


71515—56—pt. 9-17 
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Senator DanieL. You know that you would not. be before the com 
mittee unless it had been represented to the committee to the con- 
trary? I just want to explain to you, so you will know. 

Mr. Jones. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie... We would not have called you up here because 
you were convicted back in 1940—when was it ? 

Mr. Jones. 1948, I guess it was. 

Senator Danrev. 1948. Have you ever sold any marihuana ? 

Mr. Jones. No; I haven't. 

Senator Danie... Have you ever seen any herom here in Chicago 
during the last few years? 

Mr. Jones. Not since 1948, that is the last time I have seen any 
narcotics. 

Senator Danie... Have you ever put up any money for anyone to 
buy any type of narcotics, marihuana or heroin, here in Chicago since 
you served this prison term ? 

Mr. Jones. No: I haven't. 

Senator Danie... You say you did bring your income-tax returns 
with y a Q 

Mr. Jones. Everything. 

Senator Danieu. All right. We will see if we want to go into those 
in a little bit. 

You may stand aside at this time. 

Mr. Payne. May we be excused until tomorrow / 

Senator Danire.. No; we are leaving. In just a little bit we will de 
cide whether or not we want to see the income-tax returns. 

Mr. Payne. They are all here. 

Senator Dante. If you will give us a copy of your 1954 income-tax 
return, I think that will let us know whether we want to go any 
further. 

Michael Battiesse. Is Michael Battiesse outside in the liall? 

Mr. Gasque. Mr. Chairmain, he is not in the hall. 

Senator DanteL. Mr. Reporter, let the record show his name was 
called both in the courtroom and outside the courtroom and the witness, 
although duly subpenaed, did not answer the call of this committee. 
We have the subpena showing the return thereon in the record. 

Richard Brown and Ruth Brown? 

Mr. Reporter, let the record show that both were duly subpenaed, 
and were called both in the courtroom and outside in the hall, and 
they failed to appear before this committee when called to appear and 
testify, and the subpenas showing the returns thereon will be made 
a part of the record at this point. 

(The subpenas are as follows:) 

OCTOBER 29, 1955. 

I made service of the within subpena by ———— the within-named 


first floor apartment, at 4803 South Vincennes Street, Chicago, LIL, at 6:30 p. m.., 
on the 29th day of October 1955. 


Harry V. WALTERS, 
Narcotics Agent. 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


fo Ruth Lb. Brown, Chicage, Il!., Greeting 

Pursuant to luwful authority, you are hereby Coun inde to appear before 
the Subcommittee on Improvements in the Federal (‘riminal Code of the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate of the United States, on November 21, 1955 
at 10 a. m., at their committee room, district courtroom No. 224, United States 
(Courthouse, Clark and Jackson Street, Chicago, Dll.. then and there to testify 
what you may know relative to the subject matters under consideration by said 
committee, and to bring with you all bank statements, financial statements (show 
ing assets or liabilities), and all account books relating to yourself or to any 
business in which you are or were engaged during the period 1951 to date: and 
copies of our income-tax returns for the years 1051 through 1954. 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 
in such cases made and provided 

To Lee Speer, chief investigator, or any narcotics agent of the Federal Bur 
if Narcotics, or any United States Marshal. to serve and retur: 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 20th day of Octo 
in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and fifty-five 

PRICE DANIE! 
Chairman, Subcommittce on Improvements in the Pederal Criminal Code 


OcToner JY. 1055 
I made service of the within subpena by the within-named 
first floor apartment, at 4808 South Vincennes Street, Chicavo, I!., at 6:30 p. m., 
on the 29th dav of October 1955 
Harry V. WALTERS, 
Narcotica ige nf 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


CONGRESS OF THE UNItep STATES 


To Richard Brown, Chicago, l., Greeting : 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear before 
the Subcommittee on Improvements in the Federal Criminal Code of the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate of the United States, on November 21, 1955, 
at 10 a. m., at their committee room district courtroom No. 224, United States 
Courthouse, Chicago, IL, then and there to testify what you may know relative 
to the subject matters under consideration by said committee, and to bring with 
you all bank accounts, financial statements (showing assets or liabilities), and 
all account books relating to yourself or to any business in which you are or 
were engaged during the period 1951 to date: and your income-tax returns 
(copies) for the years 1951 through 1954. 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 
in such cases made and provided. 

To Lee Speer, chief investigator, or any narcotics agent of the Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics, or any United States marshal, to serve and return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 20th day of October 
in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and fifty-five. 


Prick DANIEL, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Improvements in the Federal Criminal Code 


Senator Dante. Carl Friedkin. 

Mr. Friepkin. Here. 

Senator Dantex. Just stand up, sir. 

Herbert Stancil. 

Mr. Sranci, Here. 

Senator Danrev. You two witnesses are released from your subpenas. 

Are there any other witnesses that we have under subpena whose 
names have not been called ? 
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Mr. Resnick. My name has not been called. 

Senator Dante, State your name, please. 

Mr. Resnick. Leon Resnick. 

Senator Dantez. Resnick ? 

Mr. Resnick. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danze, All right, you are excused. 

Is there anybody else whose name has not been called? 

(No response. ) 

This committee will stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 6:40 p. m., Tuesday, November 22, 1955, the com- 


mittee adjourned to 10 a. m., Wednesday, November 23, 1955, in 
Detroit, Mich.) 





APPENDIX 


Exhibits 1-6, inclusive 
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ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Exursir No. 2 
NABOOTICS LAW, STATE OF ILLINOIS 
ILLINOIS DRUG ADDICT ACT 
STATE OF ILLINOIS, WILLIAM G. Srratron, GOVERNOR 


DEPARTMENT OF REGISTRATION AND EDUCATION, VERA M. BINKS, DIRECTOR, 
SPRINGFIELD, 1953 


(Printed by authority of the State of Illinois) 


AN ACT Concerning registration of drug addicts and providing a penalty for violation 
thereof, approved June 16, 1953 


Be it enacted by the People of the State of Illinois, represented in the General 
Assembly: 

Section 1. For the purposes of this Act, the term “drug addict” means any 
person who repeatedly uses narcotic drugs. Multiple punctures on body surfaces 
or scars or abrasions resulting from hypodermic needle punctures, shall be 
prima facie evidence of the repeated use of narcotic drugs. 

Nothing in this Section shall apply to a person who repeatedly uses narcotic 
drugs when the same are prescribed, administered or dispensed by a licensed 
physician or licensed dentist, or are administered or dispensed by a nurse or 
intern under the direction or supervision of such physician or dentist. 

Sec. 2. All drug addicts must register as such with the Department of Regis- 
tration and Education. 

Sec. 3. Upon registration, the Department of Registration and Education shall 
issue to each registrant a registration card containing his name, address and 
occupation, the length of time he has been an addict and the type of narcotic 
drugs used. Copies of such registration cards shall be kept in the permanent 
files of the Department of Registration and Education. Each registrant must 
earry his registration card on his person at all times. 

Sec. 4. Any drug addict who fails to register as provided by this Act shall be 
imprisoned for not less than 6 months nor more than one year. Any drug addict 


who fails to carry his registration card as provided by this Act shall be fined 
not less than one dollar nor more than $100 or imprisoned for not more than one 
year, or both. 


UNIFORM NARCOTIC DRUG ACT 
STATE OF ILLINOIS, WILLIAM G. STRATTON, GOVERNOR 
DEPARTMENT OF REGISTRATION AND EDUCATION, VERA M. BINKS, DIRECTOR, SPRINGFIELD, 
1953 
(Printed by authority of the State of Dlinois) 


AN ACT Defining and relating to narcotic drugs and to make uniform the law with reference 
thereto, approved July 8, 1935 


Be it enacted by the People of the State of Illinois, represented in the General 
Assenibly: 

Section 1. The following words and phrases, as used in this Act, shall have 
the following meanings, unless the context otherwise requires : 

(1) “Person” includes any corporation, association, copartnership, or one or 
more individuals. 

(2) “Physician” means a person authorized by law to practice medicine in this 
State and any other person authorized by law to treat sick and injured human 
beings in this State and to use narcotic drugs in connection with such treatment. 

(3) “Dentist” means a person authorized by law to practice dentistry in this 
State. 

(4) “Veterinarian” means a person authorized by law to practice veterinary 
medicine in this State. 

(5) “Manufacturer” means a person who by compounding, mixing, cultivating, 
growing, or other process, produces or prepares narcotic drugs, but does not 
include an apothecary who compounds narcotic drugs to be sold or dispensed on 
prescriptions. 
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(6) “Wholesaler” means a person who supplies narcotic drugs that he himself 
has not produced nor prepared, on official written orders, but pot on prescriptions. 

(7) “Apothecary” means a licensed pharmacist as defined by the laws of this 
State and, where the context so requires, the owner of a store or other place of 
business where narcotic drugs are compounded or dispensed by a licensed phar- 
macist; but nothing in this Act shall be construed as conferring on a person who 
is not registered nor licensed as a pharmacist any authority, right, or privilege, 
that is not granted to him by the pharmacy laws of this State. 

(8S) “Hospital” means an institution for the care and treatment of the sick 
and injured, approved by the Department of Registration and Education as 
proper to be entrusted with the custody of narcotic drugs and the professional 
use of narcotic drugs under the direction of a physician, dentist, or veterinarian 

(9) “Laboratory” means a laboratory approved by the Department of Regis 
tration and Education as proper to be entrusted with the custody of narcotie 
drugs and the use of narcotic drugs for scientific and medical purposes and for 
purposes of instruction. 

(10) “Sale’’ includes barter, exchange, or gift, or offer therefor, and each such 
transaction made by any person, whether as principal, proprietor, agent, servant, 
or employee. 

(11) “Coca leaves” includes cocaine and any compound, manufacture, salt, 
derivative, mixture, or preparation or coca leaves, except derivatives of coca 
leaves Which do not contain cocaine, ecgonine, or substance from which cocaine 
or ecognine may be synthesized or made. 

(12) “Opium” includes morphine, codeine, and heroin, and any compound, 
manufacture, salt, derivative, mixture or preparation of opium, but does not 
include apomorphine or any of its salts. 

(13) “Cannabis” includes all parts of the plant Cannabis Sativa L., whether 
growing or not; the seeds thereof; the resin extracted from any part of such 
plant ; and every compound, manufacture, salt, derivative, mixture or preparation 
of such plant, its seeds, or resin; but shall not include the mature stalks of such 
plant, fiber produced from such stalks, oil, or cake made from the seeds of such 
plant, any other compound, manufacture, salt, derivative mixture, or preparation 
of such mature stalks (except the resin extracted therefrom), fiber, oil, or cake, 
or the sterilized seed of such plan which is incapable of germination. 

(14) “Isonipecaine” means the substance identified chemically as 1-methyl+ 
phenyl-piper-idine-4-carboxylic acid ethyl ester, or any salt thereof by whatever 
trade name identified. 

(15) ““Methadon” means the substance identified chemically as 4-4-Dipheny!4 
Dimethylamino-Heptanone-3, or any salt thereof by whatever trade name 
identified. 

(16) “Narcotic drugs” means coca leaves, opium isonipecaine, cannabis, meth- 
adon, and every substance neither chemically nor physically distinguishable from 
them. 

(17) “Federal Narcotic Laws” means the laws of the United States relating to 
opium, coca leaves, and other narcotic drugs. 

(18) “Official written order” means an order written on a form provided for 
that purpose by the United States Commissioner of Narcotics, under any laws 
of the United States making provision therefor, if such order forms are authorized 
and required by Federal law, and if no such order form is provided, then on an 
official form provided for that purpose by the Department of Registration and 
Education. 

(19) “Dispense” includes distribute, leave with, dispose of, or deliver. 

(20) “Registry number” means the number assigned to each person registered 
under the Federal Narcotic Laws. 

(21) “Department” means the Department of Registration and Education. 
(Amended by Act approved August 3, 1949.) 

Sec. 2. It is unlawful for any person to manufacture, possess, have under his 
control, sell, prescribe, administer, dispense, or compound any narcotic drug, 
except as authorized in this Act. 

Sec. 3. No person shall act as a manufacturer or wholesaler as defined in this 
Act, in this State without having first obtained a license so to do from the 
Department. 

Src. 4. No license shall be issued under the foregoing section unless and until 
the applicant therefor has furnished proof satisfactory to the Department: 

(a) That the applicant is of good moral character or, if the applicant be an 
association or corporation, that the managing officers are of good moral character. 

(b) That the applicant is equipped as to land, buildings, and paraphernalia 
properly to carry on the business described in his application. 





4456 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


(c) No license shall be granted to any person who has within five years been 
convicted of a willful violation of any law of the United States, or of any State, 
relating to opium, coca leaves, or other narcotic drugs, or to any person who is a 
narcotic drug addict. 

(d) The Department may suspend or revoke any license for cause. 

Sec. 5. (1) A duly licensed manufacturer or wholesaler may sell and dispense 
narcotic drugs to any of the following persons, but only on official written orders : 

(a) Toa manufacturer, wholesaler, or apothecary. 

(b) Toa physician, dentist, or veterinarian. 

(c) Toa person in charge of a hospital, but only for use by or in that hospital. 

(d) To a person in charge of a laboratory, but only for use in that laboratory 
for scientific and medical purposes. 

(2) A duly licensed manufacturer or wholesaler may sell narcotic drugs to 
any of the following persons: 

(a) On a special written order accompanied by a certificate of exemption, as 
required by the Federal Narcotic laws, to a person in the employ of the United 
States Government or of any State, territorial, district, county, municipal, or 
insular government, purchasing, receiving, possessing. or dispensing narcotic 
drugs by reason of his official duties. 

(b) Toa master of a ship or a person in charge of any aircraft upon which no 
physician is regularly employed, for the actual medical needs of persons on board 
such ship or aircraft, when not in port. Provided: Such narcotic drugs shall 
be sold to the master of such ship or person in charge of such aircraft only in 
pursuance of a special order form approved by a commissioned medical officer or 
acting assistant surgeon of the United States Public Health Service. 

(ec) Toa person, in a foreign country if the provisions of the Federal Narcotic 
Laws are complied with. 

(3) (Use of Official Written Orders.) An Official written order for any 
narcotic drug shall be signed in duplicate by the person giving said order or by 
his duly authorized agent. The original shall be presented to the person who 
sells or dispenses the narcotic drug or drugs named therein. In event of the 
acceptance of such order by said person, each party to the transaction shall pre- 
serve his copy of such order for a period of two years in such a way as to be 
readily accessible for inspection by any public officer or employee engaged in the 
enforcement of this act. It shall be deemed a compliance with this subsection if 
the parties to the transaction have complied with the Federal Narcotic Laws, re- 
specting the requirements governing the use of order forms. 

(4) (Possession Lawful.) Possession of or control of narcotic drugs obtained 
as authorized by this section shall be lawful if in the regular course of business, 
occupation, profession, employment, or duty of the possessor. 

(5) A person in charge of a hospital or of a laboratory, or in the employ of this 
State or of any other State, or of any political subdivision thereof, and a master 
or other proper officer of a ship or aircraft, who obtains narcotic drugs under 
the provisions of this section or otherwise, shall not administer, nor dispense, nor 
otherwise use such drugs, within this State, except within the scope of his em- 
ployment or official duty, and then only for scientific or medical purposes and sub- 
ject to the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 6. (a) An apothecary, in good faith, may sell and dispense narcotic drugs 
to any person upon a written prescription of a physician, dentist, or veterinarian, 
dated and signed by the person prescribing on the day when issued and bearing 
the full name and address of the patient for whom, or of the owner of the animal 
for which, the drug is dispensed, and the full name, address, and registry 
number under the Federal Narcotic Laws, of the person prescribing, if he is 
required by those laws to be so registered. If the prescription be for an animal, 
it shall state the species of animal for which the drug is prescribed. The person 
filling the prescription shall write the date of filling and his own signature on 
the face of the prescription. The prescription shall be retained on file by the 
proprietor of the pharmacy in which it is filled for a period of two years, so as 
to be readily accessible for inspection by any public vfficer or employee engaged 
in the enforcement of this act. The prescription shall not be refilled. 

(b) The legal owner of any stock of narcotic drugs in a pharmacy, upon dis- 
continuance of dealing in said drugs, may sell said stock to a manufacturer, 
wholesaler, or apothecary, but only on an official written order. 

(c) An apothecary, only upon an official written order, may sell to a physician, 
dentist, or veterinarian, in quantities not exceeding one ounce at any one time, 
aqueous or oleaginous solutions of which the content of narcotic drugs does not 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFI 4457 


exeved a proportion greater than twenty percent of the compiete solation 
used for medical purposes. 

Sree. 7. (1) (Physicians and Dentists.) A physician or a dentist, in good faith 
and in the course of his professional practice only, may prescribe, administer, 
and dispense narcotic drugs, or he may cause the same to be administered by a 
nurse or intern under his direction and supervision. 

(2) (Veterinarians.) A veterinarian, in good faith and in the course of his 
professional practice only, and not for use by a human being, may prescribe, 
administer, and dispense narcotic drugs, and he may cause them to be admin- 
istered by an assistant or orderly under his direction and supervision. 

(3) (Return of Unused Drugs.) Any person who has obtained from a physi 
cian, dentist, or veterinarian any narcotic drug for administration to a patient 
during the absence of such physician, dentist, or veterinarian, shall return to 
such physician, dentist, or veterinarian any unused portion of such drug, when 
it is no longer required by the patient. 

Sec. 8 Except as otherwise in this Act specifically provided, this Act shall 
not apply to the following cases: 

(1) Prescribing, administering, dispensing, or selling at retail of any medi 
cinal preparation that contains in one fluid ounce, or if a solid or semi-solid 
preparation, in one avoirdupois ounce, (a) not more than two grains of opium, 
(b) not more than one-quarter of a grain of morphine or of any of its salts, 
(c) not more than one grain of codeine or of any of its salts, (d) not more than 
one-eighth of a grain of heroin or of any of its salts, and (e) not more than 
one of the drugs named above in clauses (a), (b), (¢), and (d). 

(2) Prescribing, administering, dispensing, or selling at retail of liniments, 
ointments, and other preparations, that are susceptible of external use only 
and that contain narcotic drugs in such combinations as prevent their being 
readily extracted from such liniments, ointments, or preparations, except that 
this Act shall apply to all liniments, ointments, and other preparations, that 
contain coca leaves in any quantity or combination. 

(3) The exemptions authorized by this section shall be subject to the follow- 
ing conditions : 

(a) No person shal! prescribe, administer, dispense, or sell under the exemp 
tions of this section, to any one person, or for the use of any one person or 
animal, any preparation or preparations included within this section, when he 
knows, or can by reasonable diligence ascertain, that such prescribing, admin- 
istering, dispensing, or selling will provide the person to whom or for whose use, 
or the owner of the animal for the use of which, such preparation is prescribed, 
administered, dispensed or sold, within any 48 consecutive hours, with more 
than four grains of opium, or more than one-half grain of morphine or of any 
of its salts, or more than two grains of codeine or of any of its salts, or more 
than one-quarter of a grain of heroin or of any of its salts, or will provide such 
person or the owner of such animal, within 48 consecutive hours, with more 
than one preparation exempted by this section from the operation of this Act. 

(b) The medicinal preparation, or the liniment, ointment, or other prepara- 
tion susceptible of external use only, prescribed, administered, dispensed, or sold, 
shall contain, in addition to the narcotic drug in it, some drug or drugs con- 
ferring upon it medicinal qualities other than those possessed by the narcotic 
drug alone. 

(c) Such preparation shall be prescribed, administered, dispensed, and sold in 
good faith as a medicine, and not for the purpose of evading the provisions of 
this Act. 

(4) Nothing in this section shall be construed to limit the kind and quality of 
any narcotic drug that may be prescribed, administered, dispensed, or sold, to 
any person or for the use of any person or animal, when it is prescribed, ad- 
ministered, dispensed, or sold, in compliance with the general provisions of this 
Act. As amended by act approved July 24, 1939. 

Sec. 9. (1) (Physicians, Dentists, Veterinarians, and Other Authorized Per- 
sons.) Every physician, dentist, veterinarian, or other person who is author- 
ized to administer or professionally use narcotic drugs, shall keep a record of 
such drugs received by him, and a record of all such drugs administered, dis- 
pensed, or professionally used by him otherwise than by prescription. It shall, 
however, be deemed a sufficient compliance with this subsection if any such person 
using small quantities of solutions or other preparations of such drugs for local 
application, shall keep a record of the quantity, character, and potency of such 
solutions or other preparations purchased or made by him, and of the dates 
when purchased or made up, without keeping a record of the amount of such 
solution or other preparation applied by him to individual patients. 


to Te 
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Provided, That no record need be kept of narcotic drugs administered, dis- 
pensed, or professionally used in the treatment of any one patient, when the 
amount administered, dispensed, or professionally used for that purpose does 
not exceed in any forty-eight consecutive hours, (a) four grains of opium, or 
(b) one-half of a grain of morphine or of any of its salts, or (c) grains of codeine 
or of any of it salts, or (d) one-fourth of a grain of heroin or of any of its salts, 
or (e) a quantity of any other narcotic drugs, or any combination of narcotic 
drugs that does not exceed in pharmacologic potency any one of the drugs named 
above in the quantity stated. 

(2) (Manufacturers and Wholesalers.) Manufacturers and wholesalers shall 
keep records of all narcotic drugs compounded, mixed, cultivated, grown, or by 
any other process produced or prepared, and of all narcotic drugs received and 
disposed of by them, in accordance with the provisions of subsection 5 of this 
section. 

(3) (Apothecaries.) Apothecaries shall keep records of all narcotic drugs re- 
ceived and disposed of by them, in accordance with the provisions of subsection 
5 of this section. 

(4) (Vendors of exempted preparations.) Every person who purchases for 
resale, or who sells narcotic drug preparations exempted by section 8 of this 
Act, shall keep a record showing the quantities and kinds thereof received and 
sold, or disposed of otherwise, in accordance with the provisions of subsection 
5 of this section. 

(5) Form and preservation of Records.) The form of records shall be pre- 
scribed by the Department. The record of narcotic drugs received shall in 
every case show the date of receipt, the name and address of the person from 
whom received, and the kind and quantity of drugs received; the kind and quan- 
tity of narcotic drugs produced or removed from process of manufacturer, and the 
date of such production or removal from process of manufacture; and the rec- 
ord shall in every case show the proportion of morphine, cocaine, or ecgonine con- 
tained in or producible from crude opium or coca leaves received or produced 
and the proportion of resin contained in or producible from the plant Cannabis 
Sativa L., received or produced. The record of all narcotic drugs sold, admin- 
istered, dispensed, or otherwise disposed of, shall show the date of selling, 
administering, or dispensing, the name and address of the person to whom, or 
for whose use, or the owner and species of animal for which, sold, administered 
or dispensed, and the kind and quantity of drugs. Every such record shall be 
kept for a period of two years from the date of the transaction recorded. The 
keeping of a record required by or under the Federal Narcotics Laws, containing 
substantially the same information as is specified above, shall constitute com- 
pliance with this section, except that every such record shall contain a detailed 
list of narcotic drugs lost, destroyed, or stolen, if any, the kind and quantity of 
such drugs, and the date of the discovery of such loss, destruction or theft. As 
amended by act approved July 24, 1939. 

Sec. 10. (1) Whenever a manufacturers sells or dispenses a narcotic drug, 
and whenever a wholesaler sells and dispenses a narcotic drug in a package pre- 
pared by him, he shall securely affix to each package in which that drug is con- 
tained a label showing in legible English the name and address of the vendor 
and the quantity, kind, and form of narcotic drug contained therein. No 
person except an apothecary for the purpose of filling a prescription under this 
act, shall alter, deface, or remove any label so affixed. 

(2) Whenever an apothecary sells or dispenses any narcotic drug on a pre- 
scription issued by’a physician, dentist, or veterinarian, he shall affix to the 
container in which such drug is sold or dispensed, a label showing his own name, 
address, and registry number, or the name, address, and registry number of the 
apothecary for whom he is lawfully acting; the name and address of the patient 
or, if the patient is an animal, the name and address of the owner of the animal 
and the species of the animal; the name, address, and registry number of the 
physician, dentist, or veterinarian, by whom the prescription was written; and 
such directions as may be stated on the prescription. No person shall alter, 
deface, or remove any label so affixed. 

Sec. 11. A person to whom or for whose use any narcotic drug has been 
prescribed, sold, or dispensed, by a physician, dentist, apothecary, or other person 
authorized under the provisions of Section 5 of this act, and the owner of any 
animal for which any such drug has been prescribed, sold, or dispensed, by a 
veterinarian, may lawfully possess it only in the container in which it was 
delivered to him by the person selling or dispensing the same. 

Sec. 12. (1) (Common Carriers, Employees, Public Officers.) The provisions 
of this act restricting the possessing and having control of narcotic drugs shall 
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not apply to common carriers or to warehousemen, while engaged in lawfully 
transporting or storing such drugs, or to any employee of the same acting within 
the scope of his employment: or to public officers or employees in the perform- 
ance of their official duties requiring posession or contro! of narcotic drags: or to 
temporary incidental possession by employees or agents of persons lawfully en- 
titled to possession, or by persons whose possession is for the purpose of aiding 
public officers in performing their official duties 

Sec. 13. Any store, shop, warehouse, dwelling house, building, vehicle, boat, 
aircraft, or any place whatever, which is resorted to by narcotic drug addicts for 
the purpose of using narcotic drugs or which is used for the illegal keeping or 
selling of the same, shall be deemed a common nuisance. No person shall keep or 
maintain such common nuisance. 

Sec. 14. All narcotic drugs manufactured, sold, or had in possession contrary 
to any of the provisions hereof, shall be, and the same are declared to be contra- 
band, and shall be subject to seizure and confiscation by any officer or employee 
of the department. 

Sec. 15. Officers and employees of the department shall have power and author- 
ity, without a warrant, to enter and examine all buildings, vessels, cars convey- 
ances, vehicles or other structures or places, and to open and examine any box, 
barrel, parcel, package or other receptacle in the possession of any common 
carrier, which they have reason to believe contains narcotic drugs manufactured, 
bought, sold, shipped or had in possession contrary to any of the provisions hereof, 
or that the receptacle containing the same is falsely labeled. 

Officers and employees of the department shall be given free access to and shall 
not be hindered or interfered with in their examination of buildings, vessels, cars, 
conveyances, vehicles or other structures or places, and in case any officer or 
employee of the department is hindered or interfered with in making such exami- 
nation, any license held by the person preventing such free access or interfering 
with or hindering such officer or employee, shall be subject to revocation by the 
department. 

Sec. 16. Search Warrants—Issuance. Whenever any person shall have reason 
to believe that any other person has in his possession any narcotic drugs contrary 
to the provisions hereof, he may file, or cause to be filed, his sworn complaint to 
such effect, before a court of competent jurisdiction and procure a search warrant 
and the same shall be executed as provided in Sections 3, 4, and 5 of Division 
VIII of “An Act in relation to criminal jurisprudence”, approved March 27, 1874, 
as amended. Upon the execution of such a search warrant, the officer executing 
same shall make due return thereof to the court issuing the same, together with 
an inventory of all narcotic drugs taken hereunder. The court shall thereupon 
issue process against the person owning or controlling the narcotic drugs, and 
upon return thereof, it shall proced to determine whether or not the same were 
held or possessed in violation of the terms hereof, and in case of a finding to the 
effect that the drugs were so illegally held or possessed, a judgment shall be 
entered against the owner, or person found in possession of the same, for the costs 
of the proceeding and providing for the disposition of the property seized, as 
provided for by the terms hereof. (As amended by Act approved July 15, 1953.) 

Sec. 17. All narcotic drugs the lawful possession of which is not established or 
the title to which cannot be ascertained, which have come into the custory of a 
peace officer, shall be forfeited, and disposed of as follows: 

(a) Except as in this section otherwise provided, the court or magistrate hay- 
ing jurisdiction shall order such narcotic drugs forfeited and destroyed. A 
record of the place where said drugs were seized, of the kinds and quantities of 
Tugs so destroyed, and of the time, place, and manner of destruction, shall be 
kept, and a return under oath, reporting said destruction, shall be made to the 
court or magistrate and to the United States Commissioner of Narcotics, by the 
officer who destroys them. 

(b) Upon written application by the State Department of Public Health, the 
court or magistrate by whom the forfeiture of narcotic drugs has been decreed 
may order the delivery of any of them, except heroin and its salts and derivatives, 
to said State Department of Public Health, for distribution or destruction, as 
hereinafter provided. 

(c) Upon application by any hospital within this State, not operated for private 
gain, the State Department of Public Health may in its discretion deliver any 
narcotic drugs that have come into its custody by authority of this section to the 
applicant for medicinal use. The State Department of Public Health may from 
time to time deliver excess stocks of such narcotic drugs to the United States 
Commissioner of Narcotics, or shall destroy the same. 
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(d) The State Departroent of Public Health shall keep a full and coiuplete 
record of all drugs received and of all drugs disposed of, showing the exact kinds. 
quantities, and forms of such drugs: the persons from whom received and to 
whom delivered, by whose authority received, delivered, and destroyed: and the 
dates of the receipt, disposal, or destruction, which record shall be open to inspec- 
tion by all Federal and State officers charged with the enforcement of Federal 
and State narcotic Liws 

Sec. 18. On the conviction of uny person of the violation of any provision of this 
act, a copy of the iu ‘ament and sentence, and of the opinion of the court or 
magistrate, if any opinion be filed, shall be sent by the clerk of the court, or by the 
magistrate, to the Department by whom the convicted defendant has been licensed 
or registered to practice his profession or to carry on his business. On the con- 
viction of any such person, the court may, in its discretion, suspend or revoke the 
license or registration of the convicted defendant to practice his profession or to 
carry on his business. On the application of any person whose license or regis 
tration has been suspended or revoked, and upon proper showing and for good 
cause, said department may reinstate such license or registration 

Sec. 19. Prescriptions, orders, and records, required by this act, and stocks 
of narcotic drugs, shall be open for inspection only to Federal, State, county, 
and municipal officers, whose duty it is to enforce the laws of this State or of 
the United States relating to narcotic drugs. No officer having knowledge by 
virtue of his office of any such prescription, order, or record shall divulge such 
knowledge, except in connection with a prescription or proceeding in court or 
before a licensing or registration board or officer, to which prosecutions or 
proceedings the person to whom such prescriptions, orders, or records relate is 
a party. 

Sec. 20. (1) No person shall obtain or attempt to obtain a narcotic drug, or 
procure or attempt to procure the administration of a narcotic drug, (a) by 
fraud, deceit, misrepresentation, or subterfuge; or (b) by the forgery or alter- 
ation of a prescription of any written order; or (c) by the concealment of a 
material fact; or (d) by the use of a false name or the giving of a false address 

(2) Information communicated to a physician in an effort unlawfully to pro- 
cure a nareotic drug, or unlawfully to procure the administration of any such 
drug, shall not be deemed a privileged communication. 

(3) No person shall willfully make a false statement in any prescription, 
order, report, or record, required by this act. 

(4) No person shall, for the purpose of obtaining a narcotic drug, falsely 
assume the title of, or represent himself to be, a manufacturer, wholesaler, 
apothecary, physician, dentist, veterinarian, or other authorized person. 

(5) No person shall make or utter any false or forged prescription or false 
or forged written order. 

(6) No person shall affix any false or forged label to a package or receptacle 
containing narcotic drugs. 

(7) The provisions of this section shall apply to all transactions relating 
to narcotic drugs under the provisions of Section 8 of this act, is the same way 
us they apply to transactions under all other sections. 

Sec. 21. In any complaint, information, or indictment, and in any «action, 
or proceeding brought for the enforcement of any provision of this act, it shall 
not be necessary to negative any exception, excuse, proviso, or exemption, con 
tained in this act. and the burden of proof of any su h exception, excuse, proviso 
or exemption, shall be upon the defendant. 

Sec. 22. It is hereby made the duty of the Department. its officers, agents. 
inspectors, and representatives, and of all peace officers within the State, and of 
all States attorneys, to enforce all provisions of this act, except those specifi- 
eally delegated, and to cooperate with all agencies charged with the enforce 
ment of the laws of the United States. of this State. and of all other States, re 
lating to narcotic drugs. 

Sec. 23. Whoever violates this Act by selling, prescribing, administering or 
dispensing any narcotic drug, shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary for any 
term from 2 years to life. 

Whoever violates this Act by possession, having under his control, manufactur- 
ing or compounding any narcotic drugs shall be fined for the first offense not more 
than $5,000.00, or be inirisoned for a period not less than 1 year nor more 
than 5 years, or both. For any subsequent offense the violator shall be imprisoned 
in the penitentiary for any term from 2 years to life. Any offense under this 
Act shall be deemed a subsequent offense if the violator shall have been pre- 
viously convicted of an offense under this Act or of a felony under any law of the 
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United States of America, or of any State or Territory or of the District of 
Columbia relating to narcotic drugs. 

Whoever violates this Act by selling, prescribing, administering, or dispensing 
any narcotic drug to any person under 21 years of age, shall be imprisoned in 
the penitentiary for any term from 2 years to life 

Whoever is authorized in this Act to manufacture, possess, have under his 
control, sell, prescribe, administer, dispense, or compound any narcotic drug, 
who violates this Act by failing to comply with any provision prescribed in 
this Act for the exercise of such authority, for a first offense, shall be fined 
not more than $1,000 or be imprisoned in the county jail for a term of not more 
than 1 year, or both; and for any subsequent offense, shal! be fined not more 
than $3,000 or be imprisoned in the penitentiary for a term of not more than 
5 years, or both. (As amended by Act approved July 15, 1953.) 

Sec. 24. No person shall be prosecuted for a violation of any provision of 
this act if such person has been acquitted or convicted under the Federal Narcotic 
Laws of the same act or Omission which, it is alleged, constitutes a violation of 
this act. 

Sec. 25. If any provision of this act or the application thereof to any person 
or circulustances is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other provisions 
or applications of the act which can be given effect without the invalid provision 
or application, and to this end the provisions of this act are declared to be 
severable. 

Sec. 26. This act shall be so interpreted and construed as to effectuate its 
general purpose, to make uniformn the laws of those States which enact it. 

Sec. 27. “‘An Act in relation to habit forming drugs and repealing parts of an 
Act therein named,” approved July 3, 1951, and all acts or parts of acts which 
are inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed 

Sec. 28. This act may be cited as the Uniform Narcotie Drug Act 


CRIMINAL CODE—-CHAPTER 38 


HYPODERMIC SYRINGES AND NEEDLES ( NEw) 


Sec. 192.33 Persons permitted to possess instruments adapted for use of narcotic 
drugs by subcutaneous injection. 

No person, not being a physician, dentist, chiropodist, or veterinarian licensed 
under the laws of this State or of the state where he resides, or a registered 
professional nurse, or a registered embalmer, manufacturer or dealer in embalm- 
ing supplies, wholesale druggist, manufacturing pharmacist, registered pharma- 
cist, manufacturer of surgical instruments, industrial user, official of any gov- 
ernment having possession of the articles hereinafter mentioned by reason of 
his official duties, nurse, or a medical laboratory technician acting under the 
direction of a physician or dentist employee of an incorporated hospital acting 
under the direction of its superintendent or officer in immediate charge, or a 
carrier or messenger engaged in the transportation of such articles, or the 
holder of a permit issued under Section 5 of this Act,’ or a farmer engaged in 
the use of such instruments on livestock, or a person engaged in chemical, clin 
ical, pharmaceutical, or other scientific research, shall have in his possession a 
hypodermic syringe, hypodermic needle, or any instrument adapted for the use 
of narcotic drugs by subcutaneous injection. 1955, July 11. Laws 1955, H. B 
No. 86, 1. 

No such syringe, needle or instrument shall be delivered or sold to, or exchanged 
with, any person except a registered pharmacist, physician, dentist, veterinarian, 
registered embalmer, manufacturer or dealer in embalming supplies, wholesale 
druggist, manufacturing pharmacist, industrial user, a nurse upon the written 
order of a physician or dentist, the holder of a permit issued under Section 5 
of this Act,’ a registered chiropodist, or an employee of an incorporated hospital 
upon the written order of its superintendent or officer in immediate charge: 
provided that the provisions of this Act shall not prohibit the sale, possession 
or use of hypodermic syringes or hypodermic needles for treatment of livestock 
or poultry by the owner or keeper thereof or a person engaged in chemical 
clinical, pharmaceutical or other scientific research. 1955, July 11, Laws 1955 
H. B. No. 86, 2. 
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Sec. 192.35 Records—Inspection. 


A record shall be kept by the person selling such syringe, needle or instrument 
which shall give the date of the sale, the name and address of the purchaser and 
a description of the instrument. This record shall at all times be open to in- 
spection by the Department of Registration and Education, authorized agents 
of said Department, and police Authorities and police officers of cities, villages 
and towns. 1955, July 11, Laws 1955, H. B. No. 86.3. 


Sec. 192.36 Violation of Act—Punishment. 

Whoever violates any provisions of Sections 1, 2, and 3, of this Act* shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than $1,000 or by imprisonment in the county 
jail for not more than 1 year, or both. 1955, July 11, Laws 1955, H. B. No. 86.4. 


Sec. 192.37 Written or oral prescriptions by licensed physician—Refills— 
Certificates. 

A licensed physician may direct a patient under his immediate charge to have 
in possession any of the instruments specified in Sections 1 and 2’? which may be 
dispensed by a registered pharmacist in this state only (1) upon a written pre- 
seription of such physician, or (2) upon an oral order of such physician, which 
order is reduced promptly to writing and filed by the pharmacist, or (3) by re- 
filling any such written or oral prescription if such refilling is authorized by 
the prescriber either in the original prescription or by oral order which is re- 
duced promptly to writing and filed by the pharmacist in the same manner and 
under the same conditions as any other prescription issued by a practitioner 
licensed by law to write prescriptions. Such written or oral prescriptions when 
reduced to writing for instruments specified in Sections 1 and 2 shall contain the 
date of such prescriptions, the name and address of the prescriber, the name and 
address of the patient, the purpose for which the prescription is ordered, the 
date when dispensed and by whom dispensed. 

Provided, however, that a licensed physician or other allied medical practi- 
tioner, authorized by the laws of the State of Illinois to prescribe or administer 
drugs to humans or animals, may authorize any person or the owner of any 
animal, to purchase and have in his possession any of the instruments specified 
in Sections 1 and 2, which may be sold to him without 4 specific written or oral 
prescription or order, by any person authorized by the laws of the State of 
Illinois to sell and dispense drugs, if such authorization is in the form of a cer- 
tificate giving the name and address of such licensed physician or other allied 
medical practitioner, the name, address and signature of the person, or of the 
owner of the animal, so authorized, the purpose or reason of such authorization, 
and the date of such certificate and in that event, no other prescription, writing 
or record shall be required to authorize the possession or sale of such instru- 


ments. H. B. 86.5. 


ExHIsit No. 3 


A New APPROACH TO THE EMERGENCY TREATMENT OF SICKNESS CAUSED BY 
NARCOTIC WITHDRAWAL 


By Eugene F. Carey, M. D., Surgeon, Chicago Police Department, presented as 
part of the New York Academy of Science’s Conference on Reserpine, 
February 3 and 4, 1955 


As a surgeon of the Chicago Police Department, I am frequently called upon 
to treat a sickness (rare to most doctors, but common to the police), which 
overcomes narcotic addicts, who have just been deprived of their drugs by 
enforcement officers. 

The condition is called narcotic withdrawal sickness, and is characterized by 
definite signs and symptoms. Its severity depends upon the strength of the 
drug the addict was using at the time withdrawal took place, as well as the 
location where withdrawal occurs, and apart from these causes, neither sex, 
race, color, nor age seems to have much or any effect. As regards strength 
of the drug (generally morphine or heroin), this will depend entirely upon the 
amount of and frequency of dilution of the “market” surpply, and the number of 
dope peddlers through whose hands the stuff passes before its purchase by the 
addict. 

There are several ways in which withdrawal sickness may be brought on and 
which can govern its acuteness. 
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First: By a simple home reduction plan. Here, surrounded by his friends, or 
his family, the patient decides to reduce his dosage, or to go on a diet. His 
supply and his source of supply are good. He can govern his sickness according 
to his will. His mind has nothing on it but a desire to cut down his load a little. 
So he takes the “bite” as much as he wants 

Second: “‘The market panic.” This follows unlooked for pressure or a raid 
by enforcement officers. The source of supply is suddenly knocked out and 
the peddlers are jailed or scattered. Here the addict or “Junkie” is faced with 
a great problem. Suddenly he is forced to go on “short rations.” His holding 
supply of his drug is usually very small, and he begins to worry. Sooner or 
later his worry becomes a “panic.” He knows that if he runs out of the stuff, 
he can’t borrow a shot from any of his friends even if they know it will save bis 
life. Nor will he part with any of his own supply at any time, for he is no 
toriously one of the world’s most miserly persons. No matter how great his 
supply may be, he will never part with a bit of it. He will invite you to go and 
find yourself a peddler as he did. Hence, when an addict tells you that he got 
his first shot from another addict, he is lying. The truth is that he cot his first 
shot from either a pusher or a peddler. 

Third: The cure: Often an addict will decide to take the “cure.” Mostly 
this act is born of his own free will, and there are two ways he can go about it. 
For example: Either he or his family may have the means to buy his way as a 
patient into some sanitorium, or else, he may volunteer as a patient into some 
sort of governmental treatment facility. Wherever he lands upon the “cure 
route,” he knows he will receive adequate care and be given either a gradual 
reduction treatment or else a substitute drug. In a sense, this all amounts to 
a sort of vacation. Wherever he is able to go, he no longer has a care in the 
world. His troubles are all left on the outside. He knows he came of his own 
volition and that he may leave at his own request and convenience. It is sur- 
prising how many of these people take the “cure,” because they want to hide 
out for some reason; and, during the cure talk about possibilities in other towns 
with those who are likewise taking the “cure.” Narcotic enforcement officers are 
prone to argue just how far away from a cure institution many of these addicts 
get before they again take a shot. 

Fourth: “Kicking the habit”: This happens when an addict is picked up by 
the police and lodged in jail. He is detained in a concrete-floored steel-barred 
cage or cell after he has been cataloged and screened. Then he is left to his own 
resources to think and to meditate. Also, there may be other addicts in the same 
cell with him. None knows what is next on the agenda—what is to happen to 
him or where he will go. In time the drug within each one’s system begins to 
wear off. One yawns, then they all yawn. Next follows lacrymation, retching, 
vomiting, running bowels, twitching, jerking. Their vertebral canal seems to fill 
with ice water, they say, and soon this chilly ache becomes a torturous, unbear 
able freezing pain, not alone in the back but all over the body. It causes them 
to ery piteously, scream, and convulse. This is withdrawal sickness. 

At this point you may have begun to wonder why these narcotic word pictures 
should be displayed during a symposium such as this. 

The reason is: I wish to illustrate to you the several ways in which an attack 
of narcotic withdrawal sickness can be brought on, and that each methed or way 
can and does determine just how severe the attack will be. In each of the four 
ways mentioned it is easy to see that the mental attitude of the patient plays a 
very imporant part in his sickness. Also, it gives some insight as to how the 
patient may feel about the onset as well as the outcome of his sickness. This 
attitude can and does have much to do with the whole affair. We must remember, 
then, that his mental attitude is of paramount importance to the addict and can, 
in fact, make or break him. 

We do not pretend to know why addicts take drugs. All we have ever found 
out is what they tell us, namely, that the taking “makes them feel normal.” This, 
of course, means that taking a drug brings about a feeling that is pleasing to the 
addict. It is his idea of how he wants to feel. It must follow, then, that a non- 
addict’s feeling of normalcy would be abnormal to an addict. Hence, the addict 
takes his drug, and when that peculiar feeling of his norm, which only morphine 
or heroin or some other drug can bring about, begins to permeate his entire 
system, then, and only then, does he feel normal, and the larger the dose the 
greater becomes his feeling of normality. 

You will note that we mentioned morphine and heroin a moment ago. This 
was done in order to direct your attention to the fact that there are two types 
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of addicts. Although both drugs come from the same source, each creates its own 
individual kind of an addict. 

Morphine produces a passive type of individual, a group comprising slinking, 
cringing persons, such as the petty thief, the shoplifter, the picketpocket, or the 
prostitute. When they steal or purloin the property of someone else, they take 
only enough to enable them to buy a supply of their favorite drug. 

Heroin, on the other hand, develops the vicious killer who so often resorts to 
cruel, inhuman, lustfully barbaric sorts of crime. He may and can easily become 
one of the assassin type, who frequently teams up with the heavy marihuana 
smoker. For some unknown reason these addicts seem to flock together; just 
the opposite to the morphine takers. They try to look alike; the zoot suiters 
of yesterday or the ones of today that we recognize by their tight-fitting dun- 
garees, cowboy boots, hatless, and with “D. A.” haircuts and sideburns and open- 
zippered sport jackets. 

The “ladies of the needle,” too, have a peculiar quirk concerning their mental 
makeup. Perhaps their twist is not the oldest, but it certainly is one of the 
oddest to come down to us through the years. Long ago the professional prosti- 
tute noted a general cessation of menses when she became an addict. This, she 
seemed to reason, would accomplish two things for her, to wit: First, it would 
act as a contraceptive by stopping the menstrual flow; and, secondly, it would 
permit a longer working month. The second idea worked out well, but the first 
idea did not always hold true. Consequently, many a child was born who “kicked 
a habit” during the first few hours of its life. 

Going back for a moment, you will again note the mention of two drugs, this 
time heroin and marihuana. While their potentials for activating the mental 
attitude are somewhat similar, their origins are far apart, as are their ways of 
taking hold upon a person. For example, heroin invites ‘addiction,’ as does 
morphine or any other of the opium series. On the other hand, marihuana 
invites “usage,” as does cocaine. The reaction of the opium drugs when with- 
drawn invites a definite and severe withdrawal sickness, whereas in the case of 
cocaine and marihuana the end results are but a transient although highly 
nervous condition. 

An addict’s definition of addiction is “It is a condition brought about by 
something I take that I cannot get along without, because I get deathly sick 
without it.” Here we see the allusion is to a siege of sickness following 
withdrawal of narcotic drugs. Thus, many of us feel that the withdrawal of 
anything which does not invite withdrawal sickness suggests the word “usage” 
rather than “addiction.” It might be well to mention here that those who 
take cocaine or marihuana, could be designated as “users,” just as are those who 
take alcohol, tobacco, coffee, and so forth. 

Formerly we were able to find cocaine users more easily than we can today. 
Perhaps this drug has lost its popularity because marihuana is cheaper and 
easier to get. Cocaine may be sniffed up the nose or used hypodermically. 
Regardless of how used, whether sniffed or “main lined” directly into a vein, 
as heroin is taken, it is known as a pleasure pop. The euphoria following a 
pop of cocaine is most welcome to the tired thinker, especially if he is of the 
type who ofttimes tends to sympathize with himself as do some big businessmen, 
scholars, musicians, and other professional people. Sometimes the dose is 
taken so frequently, or so large, that a feeling of generalized anesthesia or 
freezing follows. Thus is invited an antidote such as morphine, which when 
frequently taken as an antidote, will bring about addiction. 

Once in a great while we find a fellow who is a “flier.” In other words, 
he uses what is known as a speed ball, which is a mixture or combination of 
both heroin and cocaine. He will tell you that the reason he uses a combination 
such as this is because he gets his jolt or effect quicker and that it sends 
him higher. This type of addict-user can become the most troublesome of 
all known drug takers, because he can and often does, lose every vestige of 
sanity. As a rule, this “speed ball” is feared by nearly all who use dope, 
and the only reason one may possibly have for using it is to have something 
to brag about when a meeting takes place with others of the so-called cloud 
riders. 

Fear is the most important concern in the life of an addict. He fears he 
may run out of the stuff. He fears there may be a supply panic. He fears 
anything and everything that may have a bearing on his drug. Will he get 
it? Will he not get it? Will it be too adulterated? Will it be too strong? Yes, 
he even fears that his stuff, particularly heroin, may be too strong. There 
is a very good reason for this fear. Because of a supply panic, or anything 
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else that may affect the market supply, the pusher or peddler begins to add 
more and more adulterant. As the drug becomes weaker and weaker because of 
this adulteration the addict, in fact, begins unknowingly to undergo a reduction 
cure. Thus you can see that in time the stuff he may be taking could consist 
of nothing more than the adulterant, usually milk sugar. This being so, it 
readily follows that if the police pick up the addict at this time, he may have 
very little drug in his system. Thus it follows that his withdrawal sickness 
will be a very light attack. Hence the interrogator’s work should be lessened, 
and so should that of the doctor. However, the fear of a potential sickness 
now overwhelms the addict and this results in our having to do with an 
exceptionally noisy patient who is totally overcome with a self-pity anxiety. 
Now he may develop a needle habit and enjoy making a human pin cushion of 
himself. 

On the other hand, the fear of too strong a dose is a real fear, as the addict 
using heroin knows that too strong a dese may kill him. A strong killing 
dose of heroin is known as a hot shot, and is usually given by the peddler to a 
“too talkative to the police” addict in order to shut him up. “Dead men tell no 
tales,” nor does the recipient of a hot shot, and it does not leave a clue in a 
body previously saturated with heroin. 

All these details are known to be basic psychogenic factors which govern 
those who take drugs. While we have accumulated much information about 
those who take drugs, their habits, places of abode, where and when to find 
them, as well as a world of knowledge pertaining to their drugs and so forth, 
nobody, not even the taker of the drug himself (be he a savant or a moron), 
can give you any better reason for taking it than that already mentioned, to 
wit, it makes him feel what to him is “normal.” 

As was said earlier, there are in general, four ways of bringing on a with- 
drawal sickness; in the home, because of a panic, as a patient in a sanitorium, 
or by being jailed. 

We of the police department have to do only with those narcotics prisoners 
who receive our treatment during the few hours they are in our jail. The treat 
ment we give is predetermined by the Federal narcotics law, which is known as 
the Harrison Act. For $1 a year, we doctors can register with the Internal 
Revenue Service and in turn get a special tax stamp which permits us the use of 
opium, coca leaves, marihuana, etc., in our practice of medicine; and to do this 
to the best of our judgment. But, says this law, in a sense, “Do not let us catch 
you using your judgment.” Now, this interpretation may sound funny, but 
really there is nothing funny about it. It makes you think and when you have 
given proper thought you understand that it really means “Have nothing to do 
with a known addict or user of these taboo drugs anywhere at any time, unless 
it be in a regularly recognized institution designed and equipped to care for such 
patients.” By following this advice you will have nothing to worry about in your 
practice, regardless of your specialty. 

At our central police headquarters in Chicago, we have a department set aside 
for narcotic offense cases. It is supervised by Lt. Joe Healy, who directs the 
police narcotic activities all over the city, as well as his aides within head- 
quarters. Two of these headquarters’ aides are those old time narcotic police 
officers, William Freund and Harry McMahon, and it is they, who interrogate and 
catalog all narcotic prisoners picked up by the police, and this author has been 
associated with them for a number of years. In their years of helping interrogate, 
catalog and detain over 30,000 narcotic offenders, both Freund and McMahon 
have developed very clever approaches to the several types of prisoners, and this, 
in turn, enables them better to understand and read reactions, as well as to 
obtain needed information. 

It might be well to point out here the law does not require that a person shall 
be jailed simply because he takes a drug. The real reason he may be jailed 
is because he may be picked up for possession, peddling of drugs, for robbery 
or for some other crime. All of this comes out during interrogation and catalog- 
ing, while he or she is in detention for the few hours before being sent before the 
narcotic court judge, who disposes of the case by either dismissal, or ordering 
short jail term, or a long penitentiary sentence, as the case may warrant. Itemem- 
ber please, that the prisoner's detention in our police headquarters rarely exceeds 
48 hours and generally 24 hours or less. 

Now those of us who attend a prisoner affected by withdrawal sickness know 
about the Federal act, which governs the use of drugs listed in the act. We also 
know that the ideal treatment for this sickness would be a dose of the drug 
used by the addict. We also appreciate that we are not equipped to be a narcotic 
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hospital, nor any kind of an institution or clinic designed for the work of treating 
addicts. We also know that Uncle Sam will not hold still long enough to permit 
our treating narcotic cases in a cell room for but a few hours, because this is a 
long-drawn-out affair wherein the addict should receive recognized and adequate 
eare. Above all, we remember that we are doctors within the police department 
and that we, too, are a part of it, but even so, we must abide by the law as does 
any other doctor who wants to stay out of trouble with the Government. 

This being so, how then do we treat our narcotic addicts? 

Well, to begin with, conditions would be better all the way around if we 
were permitted to utilize any of the high-grade substitute drugs (demerol, 
dolophin, ete.) available today. But the sad part of all of this is that these drugs 
which are recognized as rea! substitutes, and so used in proper treatment institu- 
tions, also have their usage governed by the Harrison Act. Thus, they too, are 
out of our reach. Nor can we send the patient to a local hospital, for no hospital 
will accept a narcotic case, especially one sent in under police escort. 

About the most useful emergency drug applicable to our narcotic cases is a 
heavy dose of bromide. In order to do any good, however, the dose must be very 
large and frequent. Here we have a drug which because of a necessarily large 
dose will most times upset a stomach undergoing narcotic withdrawal. Then 
again we invite not only a severe bromide rash but a new kind of habit, bromism. 

Another medication used is the barbiturate. Here too, is needed a large dosage, 
one that provokes a poisoning problem of its own as well as a habit. Adding an 
additional stomach upset by either the bromide or the barbiturate to that of 
the withdrawal sickness, does not seem to do the patient any good. It doesn’t 
make sense. 

Recognizing the fact that a metropolitan police headquarters lockup is not a 
place in which to treat a narcotic patient because there are no beds; no regu- 
larly organized nursing care; that the prisoner is only with us for a few hours at 
the most; and finally, that there is no opportunity for the police doctors to 
follow up a Case, it becomes apparent that we who have to do with a passing 
or temporary narcotic treatment problem are ever on the lookout for, and 
ready to welcome any pharmaceutical product we can lawfully use, and above 
all one that will cancel out the mental terrors and fears which overcome the 
addict when he is “freshly plucked from the tree,” and brought to police head- 
quarters, where he is faced with an attack of narcotic withdrawal sickness. 

In the medical journals some time ago, we began to find news concerning 
Rauwolfia serpentina and how it was being used in hypertensive cases. After 
a time, we began to use serpentina on a few addicts who were hypertensives. 
Unfortunately, these prisoners had left the lockup before we got around to see 
them again. But on asking another prisoner or two as well as our interrogation 
men, we were told “They were all right when they left.” Of course, we never 
fully knew from this what “all right” meant. 

As time went on and the pure alkaloid reserpine was presented, we began 
to hear of its use in mental cases and the remarkable results obtained through 
its use. This was all very interesting, but somehow or other, we failed to com- 
pare the narcotie addict’s mental problem with that of any other mental case. 
However, one day we saw some pictures of a vicious monkey and read how 
this new drug calmed down the animal and brought him around from an anti- 
social to a social attitude. Somehow this little item “clicked” and the descriptive 
word “tranquilize” stuck. It caused us to wonder how it would affect a narcotic 
addict. When we first began to use this new drug, our thoughts were that if 
it would do a little tranquilizing here, maybe we would have something worth- 
while. So, we tried it. We did not meet with much success. The tablet size 
we used was 0.25 milligram, and we were guided by the dosage suggestion on 
the label. So, we increased the dose to four tablets or a total of 1 milligram. 
Returning to the cell block in about 2 hours, we thought we detected a more 
eased attitude on the part of our patients. 

The next day, our given dose was 2 milligrams per patient, and on our return- 
ing in about 2 hours, we found that these patients who had been yawning and 
beginning to jerk and retch a bit, were now comfortable. Some were dozing 
and some were even sleeping. 

After about 2 or 3 more days, both Freund and McMahon asked what kind 
of new medicine was being given to the addicts in the narcotic detention block, 
for whatever it was, they were certain it was making their work of interrogation 
and cataloging much easier because the prisoners were calmer, less jumpy and 
more responsive. 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 4467 


After due explanation we enlisted the help of these officers and with their 
help we managed to keep records concerning more than 300 temporarily detained 
drug-taking prisoners. Thus, in this way we discovered the following facts: 

(1) Any drug addict or user who comes into being as such because he sought 
a thrill or because of curiosity can be tranquilized and sedated by the use of 
serpasil, and it is quite possible that a follow-up of these people would reveal 
a complete warding off of the dreaded narcotic withdrawal sickness under this 
treatment. 

(2) Furthermore, it seems quite possible that those who use narcotic drugs 
because of some painful ailment, ulcers, rheumatism, etc., can be tranquilized 
and sedated by serpasil to such an extent as perhaps to be able to give up 
habit-forming drugs and to get their pain relief from a much less vicious source 

(3) Also many of these drug addicts appear psychologically to intensify their 
pain by the use of habit-forming drugs and there is every reason to believe that 
serpasil can and will help to diminish this sort of psychic pain 

(4) As to the time element pertaining to the response to serpasil we found: 
The morphine addicts respond in about 14% hours after oral administration 
the heroin addict in about 2 hours after oral administration, and the alcoholic 
and marihuana user responding usually in less than 1 hour. The parenteral 
form of serpasil was not used at any time. The age brackets were 18 to 30 
for heroin addicts, most of whom were the nervous, jumpy, noisy type, and 
who were mainly colored females. The age range of the morphine group was 
from 30 years upward, with white females predominating. 

As we went along with our investigation of serpasil, we began to wonder if 
we were being carried away with undue enthusiasm. Thus when we discovered 
Ciba Pharmaceutical Products would supply us with an identical looking and 
tasting undetectable placebo we were more than happy to carry on the work 
we had started. When these were received, we decided to deputize both of our 
narcotic police officers as our “interns” and as such we left with them an adequate 
supply of serpasil placebos with the suggestion that they give these tablets to 
their charges whenever they deemed it necessary. 

This they agreed to do, but for some reason or other they never could under- 
stand why it was that the tablets they gave out did not tranquilize and sedate 
in the same manner as did those dispensed by the doctor. Someday, perhaps, 
we may let them in on the secret, but in the meantime, it seems they believe that 
the doctor has a certain knack for handling medicine that is quite different 
from the way a policeman handles it. 

In conclusion, we again call your attention to the facts that: 


1. This experiment was carried out in a police station; 

2. The experiment was tried on freshly arrested prisoners ; 

3. The daily time period of the experiment was limited to a few hours 
because the transfer of prisoners to other locations left us no opportunity 
for followup; 

4. Our dosage began with two 1 milligram tablets and was repeated in 
4 hours, if needed ; 

5. The dosage asserted itself within 1% to 2 hours after oral medication: 

6. The morphine addict responded to serpasil more rapidly than did the 
heroin addict; 

7. Marihuana users were readily influenced by serpasil, as were the alco- 
holies, while the dose for both was smaller: 

8. Last but not least, we believe there are certain possibilities offered by 
serpasil that warrant further investigation by other police departments 
as well as by other organizations having to do with the nareotic problem, 
if only because the tranquilizing sedation brought about by this new drug 
apparently wards off the withdrawal sickness so feared by all addicts. 


We all know that the manufacture, use or possession of heroin is not permitted 
within the continental United States or its possessions, and this same regulation 
has been adopted by many other countries. We know that heroin has absolutely 
no place in medicine and so is not used by the healing profession. Furthermore, 
we know that the great source of contraband heroin supply is Red China. We 
also know that an addict fears the mental torture of going without his drug 
more than anything else on earth. He also hates and fears those mental problems 
that face him on the long road to recovery. This he will tell you is really the 
thing that encourages him to go back to the stuff over and over again. 

Now, we also all know that an addict is the world’s greatest liar. As a matter 
of fact, it is the only bit of defense mechanism to which he can and does lay 
claim. However, he does have his moments when everything is rosy, and 
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it is during these periods that he will confide in you and one of these confidences 
will be his admission of fear pertaining to his mental well-being during and 
after withdrawal. 

Should further study bring to light the fact that organized followup treatment 
confirms our experimental serpasil findings wherein we apparently erased the 
fearful mental aspects of narcotic withdrawal sickness from the picture, then 
we feel this growing national plague, this known vicious contraband, narcotic 
laden communistic invasion into the ranks of our American youth can be com- 
bated more readily. Surely this in itself should encourage further investigation. 

My final word is to express my indebtedness to Commissioner Timothy J. O’Con- 
nor, commander of the Chicago Police Department, and to his chief surgeon, 
Dr. P. S. Vitullo. Also, I acknowledge the help of my friend, Dr. William Braid 
White, who gave me valuable assistance in manuscript arrangement. 


ExHrsit No. 4 
PSYCHOSOMATIC ASPECTS OF DRUG ADMINISTRATION IN CASE OF NARCOTIC ADDICTION 


By Eugene F. Carey, M. D., Surgeon, Department of Police, Chicago, Il.— 
Paper read before the Academy of Psychosomatic Medicine, New York City, 
N. Y., October 8, 1955 


For many years I accepted the established belief that a narcotics addict acts 
in strange and sometimes violent ways, because of an insatiable craving for 
his drug, but I finally became convinced that I must apply a new concept of 
diagnosis to this type of patient, and this brought about an interesting conclu- 
sion that the addict suffers more from an inward or anxiety dread that he will 
not get his drug than from a craving for the drug itself. 

Experience with this new concept has led to improved methods of emergency 
treatment of narcotic withdrawal sickness, which actually cross the borderline 
of what today is being called correctly psychosomatic medicine, and in this 
therapeutic direction a new avenue of approach for emergency treatment applica- 
ble to these victims of the drug habit has been opened up. At this time I propose 
to explain, in outline at least, the basis, both medical and psychological, which 
I have been able to develop. 

The research began by learning to classify the several types of drug-takers 
in an effort to determine whether they all act alike under given conditions, and, 
if so, whether the several kinds of drugs react alike on the taker while he is 
being detained at Chicago police headquarters. 

We discovered there are two classes of drug takers, those who do and those 
who do not become sick when they are deprived of their drugs. We found 
that those who become sick use drugs of the opium family. Those who do not 
become sick are the takers of cocaine, marihuana, etc., as they become only 
highly nervous when deprived of their drugs, and should they become sick 
at all, it will be due to overdosage, rather than underdosage, as in the case of 
the opium family drug addict. 

In my work as a surgeon for the Chicago Police Department, I contact many 
kinds of prisoners, ranging from traffic violators to criminals of all kinds, major 
and minor. All of these, regardless of age, sex or color, when brought into 
headquarters by the police, will exhibit mental reactions of one kind or an- 
other, from simple braggadocio to utter distraction. This is also practically 
true of the drug-taker, whose emotional exhibitions are quite evident while 
being interrogated and cataloged, after which he is placed in a detention cell, 
where he may talk to other prisoners or give himself up to wondering what 
may happen next. As a need for his drug begins to assert itself, the addict 
will first show signs of impending narcotic withdrawal sickness by yawning, 
watering eyes, running nose, sneezing, and coughing. Soon follow twitching, 
jerking, vomiting and running bowel. Frequently a convulsion may occur, and 
I have seen addicts in such a state they may rupture or tear their muscles 
apart, and all the while moan, cry piteously, or scream. This may help you 
to visualize the actions of a narcotic addict when he is deprived of his drug 
by officers who have placed him in the police detention cell block. Now, the 
police surgeon may observe this state and institute some sort of emergency 
treatment destined to tide the prisoner over that short period of time (from 
a few hours to 2 days at most), before he is taken to the narcotic’s court for 
disposal of his case. Of course, when the prisoner appears before the court 
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he is of no further concern either to the antinarcotics enforcement officers or 
to the police surgeon, for he is now out of police hands and under the jurisdk 
tion of the court. 

If this fact of time is kept in mind, it becomes quite evident that we of the 
police department are in no way trying to effect a narcotics cure during the 
addicts short stay at headquarters. We are merely offering an emergenc t 
ment, and nothing more. Meanwhile, years of observation of these prisoners 
has taught me that the mental attitude of a drug-taker, plus his environment, 
can and does make him or break him. 

Taken as a whole, we find that our addict or devotee to the opium series of 
drugs is always terrified lest the supply of his drug has been or is being inter 
fered with, so that he readily becomes one mass of jangled frightened nerves 
if and when he begins to face an impending siege of narcotics withdrawal sick 
ness. Hence, we feel that the use of the word craving is inappropriate, and 
the word fear is more in keeping with facts. So, with this thought in mind, 
we feel that no one would be inane enough to crave an attack of narcotics with- 
drawal sickness. 

As a matter of fact no addict can rely upon an even steady supply or quality 
of his drug. He refers to his source of supply as the “market,” which of course, 
depends on how much has been smuggled through the law enforcement barriers 
and how quickly the enforcement officers catch up with the smugglers. There 
always is a feast or a famine, a picnic or a panic, for no matter how fares his 
supply, an addict will never hoard. Rather, he will use up all his drug in one 
grand feast, if he has a large supply, or if he is short will skimp bis shot, 
and never during his period of abundance will he part with a bit of it, if even 
to save his best friend’s life, for he is a first-grade miser in this aspect 

You see an addict becomes an addict, not from the drug given him by another 
addict, but because of his association with them. This association in some 
way or other creates a desire to know just how a shot will make him feel 
So abetted by a drug pusher’s talk, he becomes overly curious as to just what 
this feeling is that he has been hearing about, so he decides to take a shot, 
even as you and I when we first tackled that old corn silk cigarette. Remem- 
ber, we not only became sick and turned green, but too, we became the envy 
of the rest of the kids or at least as sophisticated as the rest of the fellows 
in the gang. So it is with the person who takes his initial dose of drugs. The 
first shot makes him sick, then as addiction takes hold comes that feeling he 
calls normal, and then is engendered the fear of supply shortage and its con- 
sequential withdrawal sickness. 

Given a good and steady supply, or at least an assurance that he will have 
no supply worry, an addict may be able to turn out a fair day’s work, and when 
he is given to work, can carry on right along side of you, so that quite likely 
you might never know that he is an addict. Only when he becomes concerned 
and fretful about his next shot does he get into trouble with the police or with 
anyone else, for it is then that he comes into the open and gives himself away, 
either by his actions or by the fact that he is frequenting known narcotic haunts. 

Regardless of the size of his shot, the feast size this afternoon or the skimp 
size tonight, the addict will tell you that the reason he takes it is because, as 
we mentioned above, it makes him feel normal, that is, it makes him feel the 
way he wants to feel. Sometimes, because conditions force him to be on skimp 
sized shots, he will supplement this shortage by giving himself a few extra 
prods with his needle or even with a pin or a nail. Many addicts will, after 
a cure, afford themselves this sort of pleasure, and they call this a “needle 
habit.” 

As we know, opium is broken down into several important alkaloids all of 
which have a more or less similar effect on the system, no matter how they 
may be introduced into it, whether smoked, inserted, rubbed, swallowed, or 
injected. Once introduced, they may bring about narcosis, somnolence, excite- 
ment, exhilaration, and so on. Opium in whatever form also checks motor 
activity, slows the motility of the gastrointestinal tract, lessens all secretion 
and does many other things. In other words, the opium family is capable of 
throwing the entire system off its functional balance. Thus we can easily 
account for the alimentary system, the sex organs, and the nervous system in 
general, and every other part of the body being unable to carry on their normal 
work. The male addicted to most opium alkaloids is sexually dead, and the 
female addict ceases to menstruate, and because she follows prostitution for 
a living often becomes amenomanical, due to the false belief that she can no 
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longer become pregnant and that, therefore, the number of her working days 
is increased. 

Sooner or later, much to her surprise, she does become pregnant, goes through 
the normal period of gestation and delivers a child that may actually come 
down with a genuine attack of acute narcotic withdrawal sickness when it 
is only a few hours old. I know of several cases where this has happened 
more than once to the prostitute addict mother. In one such instance, a mother 
delivered viable children three times, and one of them caused the unsuspecting 
obstetrican to consider the possibility of a cerebral birth accident as being 
the cause of the infant’s convulsions. 

Now one might question a statement made previously that fear brings about 
acute withdrawal sickness in the addict by asking how a new born baby, only 
a few hours old, can also come down with the same sickness. I attempt to 
answer this by recognizing the elaborate reflexes, swallowing for example that 
the child exhibits without any previous education. In other words, the body 
and the mind are a single entity. From this standpoint, we understand why 
anything affecting the body does affect the mind, and vice versa, whether that 
body is 1 minutes old or 100 years old. 

All of us remember from our student and intern days how a freshly delivered 
infant will exhibit reactions to his newer environment. We can liken his 
first reaction, crying, as an objection to his new surroundings. Furthermore, 
if the air of the birth room is cooler than the confines of the warm womb of 
the mother, he will immediately develop “goosepimples,” hunch himself into 
a ball and then urinate, or defecate, etc. This being so, we may expect a change 
reaction affecting his entire system, psychic as well as functional, when he is 
deprived of his former influences, and rightly describe this as a fear reaction, 
even though the child be quite unwitting as to the causes of what he is ex- 
periencing. 

Now, I am not attempting to give dogmatic opinions of narcotic reactions. 
I merely state what I actually have seen and recognized, have done, and am 
doing, at police headquarters, which please remember, is not a clinie or hos- 
pital. Here are no beds, no diets, no accommodations of any kind other than 
a toilet, a wash bowl, a wooden pallet hinged to the wall to be used in lieu of 
a bed, and the hard, cold conerete floor, where the prisoner may lie rather than 
on the board in order to prevent a disabling fall should he convulse during his 
sickness, the whole surrounded by rigid steel bars. 

Formerly, I treated these patients by giving them large doses of barbiturates, 
and/or bromides. To the alcohol, marihuana, or cocaine users I gave the same 
treatment. Now, I know that I should have had better results with the addict 
if | had used his own favorite remedy, or at least some recognized substitute 
thereof. However, the Federal Government’s Harrison Act dictates otherwise 
(and this Harrison Act is something all doctors should study more carefully), 
so we went along using the bromides and barbituates and so brought about 
new reactions and poisons, which, added to those already saturating the patient’s 
body, only made a bad condition worse. 

Under the conditions which govern the little we can offer within a police 
station, we are forced to confine our methods of drug introduction via the oral 
route as we are not adequately equipped to offer large scale parenteral medi- 
eation. The oral medicament we selected was a tastless tablet that could be 
chewed for the purpose of allowing the patient to hold this saliva solute in his 
mouth for a while. Then by swallowing it bit by bit, he would considerably 
cut down his nausea, no doubt because of some sublingual absorption plus a 
bit of psychic reaction. Thus, we could repeat the dose more often. Some- 
times because of excess emesis induced by delayed arrival at headquarters we 
did resort to an occasional parenteral dose of serpasil. The injected dose was 
2 milligrams. 

Aithough we may obtain results from many of the newer pharmaceuticals being 
used today in psychiatric and psychosomatic treatment, the drug we first found 
(nearly 2 years ago) to he most accertable in our form of addict-user treatment 
was the Reserpine tablet produced by Ciba Pharmaceutical Products, Inc., and 
the reason for this was that these tablets are practically tasteless when chewed 
and therefore more adaptable to our form of psychosomatic treatment. Our 
dosage program is now practically routine and all patients, whether addicts or 
users, are given 2 only, 1 milligram tablets. This dose is repeated in 4 hours, if 
the patient is still with us. 

The morphine takers, who are the timid people (pickpockets, shoplifters, pros- 
titutes, petty thieves), are seldom, if ever, known to be vicious criminals or 
rapists. The vicious and sexual are the small dose “joy pop”, heroin addicts 
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(who lose all sense of morality), the pugnacious alcoholics, and the marihuana 
users, as are the Sweet Lucy drinkers, who take potions of an infusion they make 
of red wine and marihuana leaves, and the speed ball fliers, who take an intra- 
venous combination of heroin and cocaine. 

But no matter, the addict or user, be they prostitute, petty thief, or major 
criminal, or even the big tired businessman, who, like many professional persons 
seeks only a passing but heroic euphoria, all exhibit diverse mental reactions 
when they arrive at our police headquarters lockup, and we find they all now 
respond in some form or manner to a friendly sympathetic and understanding 
approach, when this is supplemented with a tranquilizing sedative. 


Exurntir No. 5 





{Reprinted from the American Biology Teacher, April 1954, vol. 16, No. 4. pp. 94-98] 






THE STAtTus OF NARCOTIC ADDICTION IN THE UNITED States '* 
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The menace of drug addiction today hangs like a Damoclean sword over our 
Nation. Thousands of young Americans are victims of the dope habit and, as 
their number increases, so too does the total of crimes in our communities. Con- 
current with the rise in addiction comes a wave of lawlessness terrifying in its 
implications, with police blotters across the Nation daily listing the names of 
more and more youthful offenders, and behind those names listing every crime 
in the books. 

While we tensely turn our eyes across the seas, while we build and man the 
outposts thousands of miles from our shores, while we join other free nations 
to resist the threat of communism in other parts of the world, our Communist 
enemies are waging a deadly and tragically successful war against us here at 
home. Narcotic drugs are some of the weapons they are using with devastating 
effect. 

I shall not presume to set myself up as a medical authority on narcotics and 
drugs, nor on the physiological or psychological medical aspects and treatments 
of drug addiction. I have, however, conferred with many recognized medical 
authorities on this subject, have carefully studied the available literature, and 
collaborated with experts on articles combining the viewpoints of the law en- 
forcement officer, the social worker, the educator, and the medical doctor, con 
cerning drugs and drug addiction. I make this statement because I recognize 
that there is sometimes a divergence of opinion between members of the medical 
profession—particularly those who consider the fact of drug addiction exclu- 
sively as such—and law enforcement personnel who may tend to consider drug 
addiction strictly from the standpoint of law enforcement. 














THE NARCOTICS PROBLEM IN GENERAL 














Admit it or not, narcotic addiction is a national problem. While many of our 
cities are openly, actively, and courageously fighting the drug traffic, others are 
burying their heads in the sand and denying their troubles. 

Too many of us still think of old, badly written and poorly produced movies 
on “marihuana.” All we can remember about these cheap films are the sensa- 
tional advertising behind them and the vague, trite, amateurishness of the 
direction, acting, and filming. Perhaps we still think of movie scenes of Chinese 
opium dens, when someone mentions dope to us today. You'd be amazed how 
many Americans associate the word “narcotics” with those fantastic movies and 
are thus inclined to minimize the very real danger of drug addiction all around 
us. 

Well-authenticated evidence, independently gathered and confirmed by nn- 
merous agencies, including Military Intelligence and the Federal Narcotics 
Bureau, positively links the Communists with the upsurge in narcotics traffick- 
ing throughout the free world. Opium and heroin from Communist China is, 
and has been flooding the world market. However, thoughtful observers of the 













1 Those who attended the Boston meetings of the NART will not soon forget Dr. Higgins’ 
experience-punctuated acconnt of narcotic addiction in the United States. This is an 
edited version of her remarks. ‘Teachers will find this excellent source material for a unit 
on drugs and narcotics. 
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Communist drive for world domination believe that the money thus obtained 
is a secondary objective. The primary objectives, these observers declare, 
include the destruction of potential fighting personnel, destruction of public 
confidence in law enforcement and other public agencies, a mounting spiral of 
crime and juvenile delinquency, and an overall decline in civilian morale. 

Let us attempt to determine how effective are the deadly Siamese twins of 
crime and cOmmunism in this war within our borders. It is very difficult to 
accurately estimate the number of drug addicts, but the most commonly used 
estimates conservatively place the total between fifty and seventy-five thousand. 
To say the very least, I believe that these are exceptionally conservative esti- 
mates. The fact of narcotic addiction is not in itself an offense in most jurisdic- 
tions. Thus, drug addicts generally become involved with the law only when 
they are apprehended on some other charge, at which time the fact of addiction 
becomes known. Addiction has been likened to an iceberg, with only one-ninth 
of its mass showing above the surface. At least, as far as marihuana smoking 
is concerned, I believe that simile to be tragically appropriate. 

Let no one of you underestimate the danger contained in this harmless- 
looking marihuana cigarette. This is our enemy’s “Trojan Horse’’—the vehicle 
used by the vicious drug traffickers to open the gates to the victim’s mental, 
moral, and physical destruction. Had it not been for that first marihuana 
cigarette, we could count the youthful drug addicts by the tens instead of by 
the thousand. 

WHAT IS NARCOTIC ADDICTION 


There are several definitions of narcotic addiction, which might be summar- 
ized as a condition in which a person finds himself unable to voluntarily dis- 
continue the use of drugs, and becomes more and more desperately dependent 
on these drugs. The addict is, to paraphrase William Shakespeare, ‘in the drug 
habit so far steeped that he can neither withdraw nor advance, of his own 
volition.” He is a prisoner who is helpless to take advantage of an open door 
through which he might escape—a prisoner who actually fears the outside 
world, and finds his only security inside his jail. 

The Expert Committee on Drugs Liable to Produce Addiction gave this opinion: 
“Drug addiction is a state of periodic or chronic intoxication detrimental to 
the individual and to society, produced by repeated consumption of a drug 
(natural or synthetic). Its characteristics include: an overpowering desire or 
need (compulsion) to continue taking the drug and to obtain it by any means; 
a tendency to increase the dose; a psychie (psychological) and sometimes 
physical dependence on the effects of the drug.” 

There are other views of what constitutes an addict, and two in particular 
seem quite appropriate. The addict is said to be “any person, regardless of the 
traits of his personality, who uses narcotic drugs casually until he suffers 
distress when the drugs are withdrawn, and who becomes aware of the relation 
between this distress and the withdrawal of the drugs.” Stated another way, 
the addict is “any person who habitually uses any habit-forming narcotic drug 
so as to endanger the public morals, health, safety, or welfare, or who has been 
so far addicted to the use of such habit-forming drugs as to have lost the 
power of self-control with reference to his addiction.” 

Of course, we must also consider whether this addict is an adult or a young- 
ster. These are separate classifications insofar as treatment is concerned, and 
both present problems peculiar to their particular pattern. It is my personal 
observation that the adult addict is generally an emotionally immature and 
unstable individual—living in a slum, fringe, or highly transient area. He is 
an individual unwilling to face reality, with little opportunity or desire to 
identify himself with others through membership in church groups or civic, 
social, fraternal, or welfare organizations. He becomes addicted because of 
proximity to an addict—his motivation is the desire to escape reality. 

The same personality defects which lead to excessive drinking of a compul- 
sive nature are generally to be found in the adult drug addict. Sometimes this 
failing is referred to as an “occupational hazard,” with the availability of the 
drug leading to its initial use to relieve the nervous and physical strain of his 
work. Youngsters of high school age, on the other hand, generally are attracted 
to the narcotics use for reasons almost exactly opposite those of adults. Rather 
than “escape,” they seek a sense of “belonging,” of being recognized as “regular” 
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and “one of the gang.’ The vast majority of young people have “heard about 
marihuana and heroin before beginning its use. Many thought of marihuana 
in terms of its alleged sexual powers and were fascinated by these ideas 


DANGEROUS “THRILLS” 


In general, the preliminary introduction of it by a “friend” or “some of the 
guys,” stresses the thought that marilhuana is harmless, and that they would 
be able to take it “for laughs.” As the body develop a tolerance for marihuana, 
they appear to switch naturally to heroin, also through others already using 
This switch is generally when the individual believes he is “different, and smaz 
enough not to be hooked.” 

The daily dosage seems quickly to mount to between 4 and 6 capsules, costing 
$1.50-$7.50 each. In the beginning, the youthful adicts invent elaborate stories 
to obtain money from pareuts, friends, and relatives. Then comes pilfering of 
objects within the home. If a high school student, he finds his earnings in 
adequate to purchase the needed supply of drugs. Generally in the compa 
of another addict, he starts out by robbing newsstands, then stripping 
mobiles, stealing packages from delivery trucks, shoplifting, burglary, purss 
snatching, and an occasional strong arm robbery. A small percentage become 
“runners” or “pushers” for the drug peddlers, receiving 1 capsule for each 4 
they sell. Girls turn to shoplifting and prostitution. 


THE COMMON NARCOTIC DRUGS 


Opium, “mud,” or “pin yen” is a powerful narcotic which is used to procure 
sleep and to bring relief from pain. It is obtained from the juice of the imma- 
ture seed capsule of the wild poppy. This juice flows out in the form of a milky 
liquid which soon hardens and turns black. It is then scraped off and dried 
thoroughly. Next it goes through a kneading process and is molded into cakes 
for balls for the market. According to the Encyclopedia Britannica, the yield 
of opium is smaller in temperate than in tropical regions, and the industry can 
be profitably carried on only where labor and land are sufficiently cheap and 
abundant. The fact that labor must be cheap to realize a profit, coupled with the 
fact that women and children are used to a great extent to cultivate the crops, 
only adds to the menace of the drug. The active constituent of opium is mor 
phine. During the past 10 years or so, according to law enforcement authorities, 
Chicago has not been troubled with opium smoking, and very few opium raids 
have been made. 

Morphine is one of the most important derivatives of opium. It is a fine, white 
odorless powder which packs like snow and has a bitter taste. There is no drug 
yet discovered that can equal morphine in pain-relieving power. It is often put 
up in small tablets and cubes. Addicts usually inject it hypodermically into their 
legs, arms, or abdomen, because it is more rapidly absorbed this way. It pro- 
duces a pleasant, tingling, “pleasurable sensation” which spreads throughout the 
body bringing peace and comfort. According to authorities, there are few mor- 
phine addicts in conflict with the la:v today. 

Heroin, “H,” “scat,” “boy” is a co: rse white powder which has a bitter taste. It 
is a product of opium and according to pharmacologists, 5 to 7 percent of the opium 
gum (made from the seed of the poppy plant) may be converted into heroin. The 
technical name for heroin is diacelylmorphine. Addicts can “sniff” or “snort” 
heroin using a straw through the nose, as it can be absorbed through the nose 
But some prefer to take it with a needle hypodermically. Heroin is an outlaw 
drug, a contraband drug, a bootleg drug—which means that it cannot be imported 
legally into this country. It cannot be manufactured, sold, or possessed legally. 
in the United States. 


HYPOCRISY OF HEROIN 


Although there is no medicinal use for heroin in medicine, and physicians can- 
not prescribe it, druggists are prohibited from handling it, the fact remains that 
heroin is the most widely used drug among addicts today. Heroin capsules sell 
for $1.50 each and have been readily available, according to addicts questioned. 
The public is aroused, as well it should be, and in view of the increased traffic 
in heroin, keeps demanding to know where it is coming from and why the Federa! 
Government does not provide greater protection against the illicit importation 
of it. 

Codeine is an alkaloid obtained from opium and one of its active medicinal 
principles, similar to morphine. It is feebler in its effects. 
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Cocaine is a powerful, white, crystalline alkaloid extracted from coca leaves 
and much used as an anesthetic and narcotic. Its habitual use is most dele- 
terious both physically and mentally. It is known as “snow,” “C,” “happy 
dust,” “cutie” or “girl.” It has a bitter taste and a cooling effect on the body 
tissues. Addicts may apply it to the mucous membranes by “‘sniffing or snort- 
ing” it, or they may take it hypodermically. Cocaine is a dangerous, insidious 
drug because it is extremely rapid in its conquest and produces demoralizing 
effects. At the present time, it costs about $2.50 a capsule for the addict. 

A combination of heroin and cocaine is called a “speedball,” and since these 
drugs have mutually exclusive reactions, the addicts claim the combination 
produces a different and greater sensation. Marijuana and hashish are practi- 
cally the same kind of narcotic—both drugs being extracted from the hemp plant. 
Cannabis indica and Cannabis sativa are the technical names. Addicts smoke 
marijuana, or chew it. The cigarettes are called “reefers,” “goodbutts,” “stick,” 
“muggles,” “Merry Warner” and many other names. In quantities it is called 
“tea,” and “loco weed.”’ Reefers sell from 25 cents to $1 each. 


TYPES OF NARCOTIC ADDICTS 


Broadly, narcotic addicts may be divided into the following classes: Persons, 
who, on a physician’s prescription, habitually take a narcotic to alluy severe 
pain caused by chronic diseases; persons, otherwise normal and law-abiding, 
who began indulging in narcotics in a spirit of adventure and became slaves to 
the habit; emotionally unstable individuals who habitually use narcotics with 
the object of getting away from the realities of life; persons who habitually use 
marihuana or hashish as a sex stimulant. 

It would seem that almost any personality type, including the normal, may 
develop the drug habit to escape from conflicts. It is an artificial escape; it 
brings solace to the user, deadens pain, brings about forgetfulness, and mini- 
mizes, at least for awhile, in the user’s mind, the difficulties he is facing. It 
produces a confidence and a sense of peace that the user would not otherwise 
feel. He is relieved of burdens, his insecurity disappears, and he finds instead 
what he interprets as pleasurable sensations. As soon as the effects of the drug 
wear off, he becomes morbid, morose, and depressed, concerned only with the 
next dose—how and where he will get it. 


COMMON PHYSICAL INDICATIONS OF DRUG ADDICTION 


The common indications of drug addiction are: a grim, haunted expression, 
a peculiar glistening look in the eyes, trembling hands, sallow skin, wan cheeks. 
In a sniffer usually, there is a redness or swelling in the partition of the nostrils, 
or ulcers on it; in one who takes his dose hypodermically, the skin is usually 
covered with a rash from needle pricks on the arms, legs, or abdomen—some 
addicts use an eyedropper, safety-razor blade, safety pin, or the like, instead of 
a hypodermic needle; periodic “yen” or craving for the drug, with symptoms 
such as water running from the nose or eyes, frequent yawning and sneezing, 
continually itching arms and legs, and dilation of the pupils. 

The psychic action of marijuana is said to consist of: a feeling of happiness, 
the characteristic state of euphoria, intellectual excitement, dissociation of ideas, 
and exaggeration of sensations, errors in time and space, intensified auditory 
sensibility, fixation of ideas—these usually have a suggestive origin due to the 
influence of the outside world; overexcitation of sensations and emotional 
disturbances, during which the addict loses the power to control his emotions 
and may commit acts of violence; irresistible impulses, always of a suggestive 
origin, which may lead to suicide; numerous illusions and hallucinations. 
Whatever the addict imagines becomes clearly visible to him. Marihuana intoxi- 
cation may be divided into four periods: nervous excitation; hallucinations and 
mental instability; ecstasy and profound repose; sleep which terminates the 
intoxication. 

The mental and moral sense, as well as the physical being, of a drug addict 
becomes affected. A state of mental depression occurs which can be relieved for 
a time only by increasing the doses of the narcotic. Responsibilities are neg- 
lected, appointments are not kept, no reliance can be placed on any statement 
made, since addicts are notorious prevaricators. If drugs are withdrawn for a 
period of time, withdrawal symptoms become apparent. This usually takes 
about 12 to 18 hours after the last dose. This person exhibits tremors, uncon- 
trolled twitching of muscles, vomiting, severe cramps in legs, back, and abdomen, 
diarrhea, extreme loss of weight during the next few days. There is some fever, 
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some hot and cold flashes. Anyone who has ever witnessed a drug addict “run- 
ning cold” or “kicking the habit’ can never forget the sight. This sickness lasts 
from a week to 10 days. But rehabilitation lasts anywhere from 4 months to a 
year, depending upon length of addiction. 

There are people who claim that drug addiction should be regarded as a disease 
rather than a vice. They say that once it has developed, it requires special care 
and treatment just as much as a case of smallpox or typhoid fever. Perhaps that 
is true. Granted that it takes bodily toll as does any organic disease. But what 
seems to have been overlooked by many authorities is the fact that a drug addict 
has a free will and, at least in the beginning, he has the choice of accepting or 
rejecting the use of drugs, when faced with the desire to use them. 

The degree of susceptibility differs in people, of course, and the weak people, 
the high-strung, unstable, oversensitive, emotionally immature individuals 
these are the people who, under certain conditions, are easily induced to begin 
the habit. 

According to medical and psychiatric authorities, the ideal treatment plan in- 
cludes physical care, general building up after the withdrawal illness; an ade 
quate occupational-therapy program; psychotherapy, counseling, and guidance 
The treatment must go beyond the medical care and even after the patient is 
considered cured some type of supervision is not only advisable, but is a real 
necessity. Unless this supervision (both social and medical) is provided, the 
patient may fall into bad habits, seek out his old associates, and suffer relapse 

We had to learn how to fight cancer, before we ever made any progress in that 
field, and yet we have so much still to learn. It is the same situation in regard 
to narcotics—if we are to cure our addicts, or halt the spread of this illegal 
traffic, we must turn and face our enemy in every American community—and 
fight back intelligently, as a national team. We can't leave the fight to the few 
who have been carrying the burden—if all of America wil! join them, work with 
them, study, and plan with them, the menace of drug addiction can be eliminated 
for all time. 





ExHiB1t No. 6 


THE NARCOTICS PROBLEM 


As a student of this problem for the past half century, I feel that I can speak 
on this subject with a certain amount of authority. My work in this line started 
back long before the enactment of the Harrison narcotic law, when as a graduate 
pharmacist and apprentice in drugstores located in one of our large cities I sold 
these narcotics at 1 cent per grain over the counter. It was not a problem in 
those days. The majority of the addicts were medical addicts and a few 
prostitutes. 

During the past 43 years I have been in the active practice of medicine and 
surgery where I have contacted hundreds of dope addicts. I have followed their 
problems with enormous interest. I have gone before various clubs and org¢an- 
izations preaching the dangers of drug addiction and the remedies which I 
thought were necessary to correct this very serious problem. Especially in later 
years since the youngsters in our schools have been becoming addicted to heroin, 
the most pleasant and most satisfactory narcotic available, the Government 
found some years ago that it was too dangerous even for physicians to handle. 
And yet, on the streets of our large cities you find peddlers selling this as if it 
were candy to the kids. This is a terrible condition. 

Since the possession of heroin has long been a felony, I would recommend the 
death penalty for anyone selling heroin in any quantity and a penal sentence for 
possession of small quantities of heroin. 

I feel that you are making the first active step in the direction of correcting 
this evil since the days of Congressman Coffee, who tried so valiantly to do 
something about this but was completely stymied. 

I feel also that there must be groundwork done in anticipation of this law. 
Before this law becomes operative, in my opinion, there are certain things that 
should be done. While I realize that you, Senators and Representatives, have 
given it a great deal of thought and time in its study, nevertheless will you 
permit me to make some suggestions which I feel would be absolutely necessary 
to make this law operative—either as it is now planned or, in case you see fit, to 
include all narcotic peddlers in the category of criminals due for the death 
penalty. 
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In outlinging this my first suggestion would be: 

(1) Transfer administrative control from Treasury Department to Depart- 
ment of Justice with the Surgeon General as head of the medical administration 
of narcotic control. 

(II) To enlarge the staff and scope of the public health Department under the 
Surgeon General. 

1. I would suggest placing approximately four offices in each of our larger 
cities staffed by a physician, a nurse and a secretary. Two such offices could be in 
medium size cities, and in the smaller cities possibly one office could handle 
the work. 

A. The duties of the physician would be to examine every addict who was 
registered to determine: 

(1) Whether that individual should be given his customary dose 
of narcotics regularly. 

2) Separate the curables from the incurables. There are many of 
the old addicts of many, many years standing who are hopeless as far 
as cure is concerned. Again, there are many others in whom no effort 
should be made to correct their addiction because of medical conditions 
which narcotics alone will sustain. Such cases would be old coronary 
heart disease, advance tuberculosis, asthmatics, psychotics, etc. There 
are quite a few medical cases which should never be denied the use 
of an opiate. The public health physician should be in full charge 
of all addicts whom he thinks should be treated, or refer them to private 
institutions. 

B. The duties of the nurse would be to take the case history of every 
addict that comes before them. She would determine the quantity of drug 
taken, the kind of drug used, the length of time of addiction, the history 
of the number of attempted treatments or cures, if there were such, and 
in a general way give the doctor all the information possible on these 
records to save his time in making his decisions. She would also finger- 
print each addict and obtain a photograph of same to be kept on file together 
with a similar card which the addict could carry for identification. Also 
a serial number together with space on back of card to fill in date of each 
prescription, kind of drug, and amount. Thus an addict could obtain 
a prescription anywhere he might be by applying to the Public Health 
Service or to a private physician by showing his identification card. 

C. The duties of the secretary would be to keep the records of all of 
these cases in proper form, which would entail considerable time and effort 
in order to make them readily available to the physician. 

(III) The next step I would suggest would be to allocate a certain number of 
beds in State, county, veterans, or private hospitals, with nursing service avail- 
able for the treatment of addicts, which the physician in the Public Health De- 
partment will see fit to attempt to treat. He would have complete charge of these 
eases throughout the period of treatment, which should not occupy more than a 
10-day or 2-week period for each patient under proper treatment. These hos- 
pitals should be such that there is a resident physician constantly in attendance 
in order to aid the Public Health physician in keeping careful watch during the 
early stages of the treatment. 

(IV) I would suggest that the President of the United States announce to 
every practicing physician that the narcotic control law was no longer under the 
Treasury Department, that they need have no fear in the care of addicts whom 
they feel should be treated. However, he should demand that they report to the 
local office of the Surgeon General the name of the patient, the type of medication 
and amount of medication used, and the ailment of which the addict complains, 
if any, other than addiction. on the first day of each month. 

(V) The penalty for physicians failing to report prescriptions given addicts 
would be the cancellation of narcotic license for 1 year. 

(VI) I would suggest that every addict of every sort must register in the 
Public Health oifice so that an accurate record is kept of each and every addict 
in the United States, together with a fingerprint and photograph identification 
card and serial number. Now, in order to give these people friendly warning, 
I would suggest that a large prominent placard of warning be placed in every 
schoolroom and public building in all of our larger cities stating the seriousness 
of Kees problem, the warning, and the penalty that goes with the transgression of 
this law. 

(VII) I would suggest that the Public Health physician be empowered to treat 
all of the hopeless addicts by giving them a prescription for the amount of 
narcotics needed to sustain them once each week at no cost to the patient, which 
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would be in the case of morphine about 12 cents per grain. The purpose of this 
would be to take the profits from the smuggler and the peddiler and put him out 
of business. Furthermore, these present customers of the peddler are paying 
approximately $1.50 per grain but diluted with milk sugar 4 times, making the 
cost actually $6 per grain, which makes it impossible for an addict to continue 
on the drug, meet his family obligations, and hold a job. In this way the most 
advanced addict could continue on and maintain his position and his work at 
a cost of but a few cents per day, and it would lessen the amount of felonies, 
it would cut down the number of inmates in our Federal penitentiaries, who are 
there not because of addiction alone but because of the fact that they must commit 
a felony in order to supply themselves with the drug. 

(VIII) I would suggest that the Surgeon General, as the head of the Public 
Health Department, call for a volunteer meeting of physicians in the United 
States who might be interested and who feel they have something constructive 
to offer, in a scientific modern treatment for drug addiction, which apparently 
at this time seems to be chaotic. The requirements of that procedure wonld 
be to determine the shortest period of treatment, the most humane treatment, 
and the most permanent treatment; then adopt this as a standard measure to be 
used by all physicians treating drug addicts. In this manner I think we could 
standardize the method of treatment and make it a successful and economical 
one. 

Now, how about the cost of operating such a plan? In my opinion it would 
pay dividends. 

(I) The Harrison narcotic law was enacted for the purpose of obtaining reve- 
nue for the Federal Government. At the present time a very small amount of 
money is obtained in this way, compared with the great quantities of opiates 
which are being used in this country. In this manner a great deal of money 
will be obtained from the stamps from the drugs. 

(II) By eliminating the need for investigating all narcotic problems except 
heroin and marihuana the present number of men in the Narcotic Division of 
the Treasury Department could easily control this situation. 

(III) The work of the Federal judges, clerks, and juries would be cut down 
enormously. Every large city employs a great number of police on their narcotic 
squad. 

(1V) The amount of inmates in our Federal penitentiaries, which at this time 

is very, very high, would be lessened materially because of the fact that fewer 
and fewer would be sent in for this reason. 

(V) The millions of dollars that is being spent for this high-price illicit method 
of procurement could be used to assist the families of addicts in food, clothing, 
and housing. Also, millions of dollars would be saved in the case of the many 
addict families which are now on State or Government relief because of the fact 
that their husbands are not able to support them. 

(VI) The number of man-hours lost would become quite an item. 

(VII) The billions of dollars obtained by both foreign, especially Chinese, and 
domestic rats—by that I mean smugglers and peddlers who prey on the unfor- 
tunate addict in obtaining enormous prices for the drug—would be completely 
eliminated, and as a result this money would remain in circulation for construc- 
tive and humane purposes. 

I realize this report has been rather lengthy ; however, this is just a smattering 
of what the picture really is. 

I would be very happy, my dear Senators and Representatives, if you could 
find the time to permit me to discuss this matter with you in person. I would 
gladly do it at my own expense and at your convenience, as I feel that both you 
and I have an interest in this particular problem. 

We are all busy men; however, in the name of humanity I cannot see how 
we dare pass this wonderful opportunity of rectifying the long years of man’s 
inhumanity toman. If I can be of the slightest assistance in any manner or form, 
kindly command me. 

I would like to remain, 

Very truly yours, 
A. L. Cornet, M. D. 
x 








